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WE 


THINK 


on the month’s news. 


The ‘race card’ 


It is not often that Spearhead finds itself 
agreeing with the leadership of the Labour 
Party but last month provided one such 
occasion. 

Upon the Queen’s Speech, delivered to 
mark the reopening of parliament on 
November 15th and listing the Govern- 
ment’s policy aims for the coming year, 
Labour reacted immediately by describing 
the contents of the speech as nothing better 
than an electioneering stunt. In the words of 
Labour chief Tony Blair, it was ‘‘a cobbling 
together of any old bric-a-brac of legislation 
that can keep the Tory Party in one piece.”’ 
Labour was especially venomous against the 
proposed new legislation to tighten up on 
controls over illegal immigration and bogus 
asylum seekers, describing it as a playing of 
the ‘race card’ for party political gain in the 
run-up to the next general election. 

In fact, this diagnosis, especially in as 
much as it applies to the ‘race card’, is not 
far wide of the mark. Periodically, the 
Tories, while their record in controlling 
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immigration is truly lamentable, feel the itch 
to cash in on the strong sentiments of the 
general public on this issue and pose as a 
party dedicated to defending the national 
frontiers. It was tried by Mrs. Thatcher in 
her pre-election speech of 1979, when she 
talked about the danger of Britain being 
‘swamped’, only for her Government later 
to preside over greater swamping than ever. 
Now, desperate to clutch at straws that may 
recapture some of the Tories’ waning public 
support, Mr. Major is playing the same 
game. A committed ‘anti-racist’, he is intro- 
ducing the bogus refugee issue as a quite 
cynical ploy to cadge votes that would 
otherwise very likely go to the genuinely 
anti-immigration British National Party, 
which aims to stand 50 or more candidates 
in the election of 1997. 

Actually, Major is being artful here. He 
most certainly will have calculated that the 
introduction of the issue into the Queen’s 
Speech would give it special prominence 
and provoke yells of protest from the Oppo- 
sition benches, thus getting Labour to reveal 
a weak chink in its armour. Labour at the 
moment is riding high in the popularity 
stakes. What better way to undermine a bit 
of its popularity than to deliver a reminder 
to the British public that it is pre-eminently 
the pro-immigrant party? Clever trick, John! 

Here, of course, is just one more example 
of an issue of vital importance to the future 
of Britain being used as a cheap manoeuvre 
in party political warfare — without either 
of the parties in question being prepared to 
deal with the issue firmly, courageously and 
in Britain’s interest. 


Refugees: whether bogus or 
genuine is irrelevant 


The Asylum and Immigration Bill now 
being prepared is purported to streamline 
the handling of asylum applications. One of 
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its proposals is to draw up a ‘White List’ of 
countries reckoned to have a good record in 
‘human rights’ and then force asylum 
seekers from those countries to prove 
‘persecution’ before they can be considered 
for admission to Britain. The key rule here 
is that applicants must be found to be 
genuine refugees — that is to say with hard 
evidence of unjust ill-treatment in their 
countries of origin — as distinct from bogus 
refugees who are merely trying to get into 
Britain to exploit the opportunity to make 
more money (usually by milking our welfare 
state). 

It all sounds very right and proper but in 
fact it is a lot of silly nonsense. 

To every country not gripped by an urge 
to national suicide there is only one criterion 
of whether a foreign national should_be 
admitted to the country for permanent 
residence: that of whether the person is of a 
racial make-up that will enable him or her 
to be integrated easily into the national body 
and thence become a useful and valuable 
citizen. And even in the case of applicants 
passing this racial test there is the further 
consideration of whether, by their personal 
character, they are people whom the country 
wants. When a person is ‘finding it tough’ 
in his or her native country it can often be 
for very good reasons. Perhaps that person 
is a subversive or troublemaker or just a 
plain criminal. In the case of such people 
bidding to come to Britain we must ask the 
question: do we really want them to transfer 
to this country the activities that have got 
them into hot water back home? Why must 
it always be assumed that a refugee is an 
innocent victim of persecution and injustice 
and not a thorough undesirable whom any 
country would be better off by being rid of? 
But of course the moment the word 

‘refugee’ is mentioned ‘liberals’ of every 
stripe ‘‘ooh’’ and ‘‘aah’’ in swooning 
adulation and sympathy which invests the 
person in question with unquestioned virtue 
— and all without the least attempt to find 
out whether that person is a fit candidate to 
become a member of the British population. 

For all these reasons, we think it matters 
not whether a would-be immigrant’s claim 
to be a refugee is bogus or genuine; what 
matters is whether it is in our interest to 
take that immigrant in. 

Perhaps someone will draw this point to 
the Home Secretary’s attention! 


Anti-family legislation: 
Government treads on yet 
another banana skin 


Much has been said and written about two 
recent pieces of legislation prepared by the 
Government and then subsequently put on 
hold, both of which would have struck yet 
further blows at the institution of the family 
that is already falling apart. On the one 
hand there was the proposal in the Divorce 
White Paper that the maximum waiting time 
for a divorce be cut to one year. Then there 
was the Family Homes and Domestic 


Violence Bill, which would grant to live-in 
partners exactly the same rights in the event 
of a breakdown in relationships as legally 
married husbands and wives. This latter bill 
is now being delayed and may indeed by 
scrapped following a public furore which 
led to the Government making a humiliating 
climb-down over it. 

Of course, both pieces of legislation 
would have had disastrous social effects, as 
many MPs and journalists, to their credit, 
have said. But that is not all. Here was just 
one more policy idea dreamed up by this 
Government which bore all the hallmarks of 
scarcely having five minutes of serious 
thought behind it. Here was just another 
banana skin on which the Government could 
not help treading. Here again was an 
example not only of that Government’s 
sickeningly ‘liberal’ orientation but also of 
its almost unbelievable incompetence. 

Just how do such jokers insinuate 
themselves into the highest positions in the 
land and acquire the power they have over 
us? Think and discuss. 


A hanging few give 
a damn about 


Up to last month there could hardly have 
been one person in a million in Britain who 
had ever heard of Ken Saro-Wiwa. Now 
that gentleman is a hero and martyr on 
whose behalf all the world’s politically 
correct and politically retarded are 
shrieking, demonstrating and threatening — 
including our own Prime Minister Mr. John 
Major, no less. 

Mr. Saro-Wiwa, it appears, was a 
Nigerian who incurred the displeasure of his 
country’s military government by leading a 
campaign of terror and violence on behalf of 
the Ogoni tribe which included _assassin- 
ations of four of their own people who were 
considered not fanatical enough in their 
pursuit of the tribe’s grievances. 

Unlike in Britain, where governments sit 
down with terrorists and parly with them in 
a spirit of give-and-take, the Government of 
Nigeria arrested Saro-Wiwa and hanged 
him. 

This hanging, believe it or not, became 
an item on the agenda of the latest Comm- 
onwealth Conference in New Zealand, with 
Mr. Major televised making an impassioned 
condemnation of the Nigerian Government 
and hinting that Nigeria should be expelled 
from the Commonwealth if that was how it 
went about its business. 

All of which leaves the mind boggling at 
such an incredible waste of time. Did the 
conference not have more important things 
to discuss? And just what does it matter to 
Britain whether Nigeria is a member of the 
Commonwealth or not? 

Mr. Saro-Wiwa may have been unjustly 
hanged. On the other hand he may not. The 
cause of the Ogoni tribe on whose behalf he 
was carrying out his campaign may be a just 
one. On the other hand it may not. 

Either way, we simply could not give a 


damn. And Britain should not give a damn 
either. 

We have enough troubles on our plate in 
this country. We just haven’t the time to 
take on our shoulders the troubles of 
Nigeria too. 


All things to everyone 


Defence Secretary Michael Portillo, it 
will be remembered, made himself the 
darling of the Tory right when at this year’s 
party conference in October he made an 
impassioned speech against Britain allowing 
her forces to be incorporated into an all- 
European army. 


went on to say:- 


**... Their public profiles are kept deliberately 
ambiguous in order to maximise the chances of 
selection in a party whose views are still far 
more motley than monochrome. Closet wets thus 
argue for savage tax cuts to arouse the audience 
in Essex marginals; Thatcherite ultras — to 
satisfy the loyalist instincts of Lancashire ladies 
— praise Mr. Major for keping his options open 
on the single currency.”’ 

So it seems that the coming wave of 
young Tory hopefuls is going to differ not 
very much from the last, of which Mr. 
Portillo was of course one. Political chamel- 
eons all of them — in the true tradition of 
the party game. Nothing changes! 


| 
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TWO-FACED POLITICIAN? 
Portillo with the troops (British in this case) 


It may therefore seem strange that the 
same Mr. Portillo was last month seen to be 
heading for a meeting in Madrid to argue in 
favour of closer European integration in 
military matters. This followed a speech 
back home reported in The Sunday Tele- 
graph of November 12th as ‘‘playing down 
any impression that he was opposed to a 
common European defence force.”’ 

How come these contradictions? It’s 
simple! Mr. Portillo is a politician, and a 
politician’s job is to please the audience he 
is speaking to. In October he was speaking 
to a Tory Party conference at which many 
‘Euro-Sceptics’ were present and where his 
name was being touted as a future party 
leader. Last month he was addresssing 
dedicated Eurocrats. Different listeners, 
different approach! 2 

The Spectator of 11th November touched 
upon the same subject in an article titled 
‘The resurgence of the party hack’. This 
dealt with Tory selection meetings at which 
would-be candidates presented themselves to 
party committees for approval. The writer, 
Michael Gove, spoke of the ‘tactical guile’ 
of many of the prospective adoptees, and 


More royal ethnic grovelling 


When speaking earlier about the Comm- 
onwealth conference in New Zealand last 
month we might have mentioned that the 
Queen was there on Britain’s behalf as well 
as Mr. Major. What her Majesty’s view (if 
any) was about the Nigeria hanging we do 
not know, but what we do know is that she 
used the occasion of the opening of the 
conference to engage (no doubt on the say- 
so of her government advisers) in a quite 
disgusting piece of grovelling to the local 
Maoris, delivering a formal apology on 
behalf of Britain for the seizure of their land 
by British settlers in the 19th century. 

Of course, the logic of such an apology is 
that all New Zealand’s 3'4 million Whites 
should leave the country and come back to 
Britain (or wherever else their ancestors 
came from). Her Majesty did not go quite 
as far as making that suggestion, but it is 
difficult to see how this gesture of penance 
could make any sense otherwise. 

Geoffrey Wheatcroft, writing in the Daily 
Mail on November 4th, roundly condemned 
the silliness of this and other confessions of 

Contd. overleaf 
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WHAT WE THINK 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


white racial guilt. ‘‘All of this neurotic 
mania for grievance and apology,”’ he said, 
‘*belongs to what we have gloomily come to 
know as political correctness...’’ And he 
continued further on:- 


‘*... if the history of the past 500 years has 
been the story of what Europe did to other 
continents, this is only the culmination of a 
human history which has consisted of 
migration, conquest and subjugation.”’ 


And:- 


‘Irish republicanism draws heavily, and 
unpleasantly, on this culture of victimhood 
to justify its war against the Ulster 
Unionists. But the ironies of this are rich. 
I have read pro-IRA sheets in Boston and 
New York which say plainly that the Ulster 
protestants have no right to live in Ireland 
since their ancestors didn’t live there 500 
years earlier. This is a point which I should 
be cautious of making if I were an Irish 
American. Who the hell do they think 
Massachusetts belongs to on that basis?”’ 


DOING PENANCE 
The Queen in New Zealand last month 


‘“‘But then the cult of historical guilt and 
apology has little to do with reason. The 
frankly bizarre Act which the Queen signed 
on Thursday (offering recompense to the 
Maoris for their former dispossession. Ed.) 
was produced by a mood of self-hating 
guilt which is gnawing away at Australasia. 
Among the Australian left it is now 
axiomatic that the Aboriginals were not 
only conquered, which is true, but that they 
possessed’ a superior culture to their 
conquerers, which is absurd. 

‘It seems not to have occurred to those 
breast-beating Australian liberals that they 
are ina logically impossible position. Some 
say, like Dr. Germaine Greer, that ‘Aust- 
ralia must become a black country’, 
whatever that may mean. But if the Aussie 
left means what it says about the unmit- 
igated wickedness of colonial settlement, it 
would be more logical still for them to 
return to Europe en masse, or to throw 
themselves off Sydney Harbour Bridge.”’ 


Neither of which, of course, Australian 
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liberals and lefties would dream of doing. It 
is the self-assumed prerogative of people of 
this ilk — here in Britain no less than 
everywhere else — to enjoy the comforts of 
a modern western-style civilisation and 
technology while enjoying equally the self- 
gratifying sensation of condemning all the 
conquests of their forebears which made 
such things possible. 

The alarming thing is that this humbug 
and insanity are not now confined to the 
circles of left-wing nutters. They are being 
mouthed by our Monarch herself with the 
undoubted encouragement of her Tory 
Government. 

Afterthought: Would our Australian 
readers please inform us when Dr. Greer 
has given away all her imperialistically 
acquired possessions and moved in with the 
natives of the Northern Territory? 


A man with good credentials 


The very probable Labour Party candidate 
for Exeter in the next general election is 
Mr. John Lloyd. Mr. Lloyd’s rather inter- 
esting background was revealed in the news- 
papers in late October. 

A South African by birth and a barrister, 
he was a passionately committed member of 
the Anti-Apartheid movement in his country 
of origin back in the 1960s and a close 
associate of one John Harris. In case Mr. 
Harris’s name does not ring any bells with 
readers, he also was an Anti-Apartheid 
militant, and in order to further his cause he 
planted a bomb in a Johannesburg railway 
station which killed an elderly woman and 
permanently maimed a small girl. When 
Harris was caught and put on trial, Lloyd, 
who knew of the crime, turned state witness 
against him and helped to ensure his 
conviction. Whether this was out of 
conscience or to save his own skin probably 
only Mr. Lloyd himself will ever know. 

Later, Lloyd hopped it to Britain, where 
he has lived ever since. Not entirely 
surprisingly, he became a member of the 
Labour Party, in which he would have met 
many bosum pals. 

Lloyd concealed his own past activities as 
a bomber until someone acquainted with his 
background blew the whistle on him. There- 
upon he came clean but insisted that he had 
only ever bombed ‘symbolic targets’ such as 
telegraph poles and that he was an opponent 
of any activity that threatened human lives. 
He did not explain how he could ever be 
sure that when these ‘symbolic targets’ were 
hit some people who happened to be nearby 
would not be killed in consequence. 

It seems, anyway, that Lloyd’s former 
career as a terrorist bomber is no barrier to 
his standing for parliament under the Labour 
banner. In the good cause of fighting Apart- 
heid, no doubt, anything goes in the eyes of 
Labour. 

Lloyd of course now finds it expedient to 
distance himself from Harris. But when that 
murderer was cremated back in South 
Africa three decades ago — after his deeds 


were universally known — a 15-year-old 
boy read out an address to the assembled 
mourners, speaking nostalgically of his 
friendship for the deceased ‘John’. Since 
then that boy has come far. He is now 
Labour MP for Neath in South Wales, 
otherwise known as Peter Hain. 

Mr. Lloyd, like Mr. Hain, obviously has 
what it takes to do well with Labour — the 
party which, so we are told, is now bidding 
for occupancy of the political ‘centre 
ground’! 


Message from Quebec 


In the Quebec referendum on the 31st 
October voters opted by the tiniest majority 
to stay in Canada. As many commentators 
have said since, the referendum really 
solved nothing, for the province clearly 
remains deeply divided. It was later found 
that it was only the intervention of non- 
French-speakers and ethnic minorities which 
prevented a vote in favour of secession; a 
clear majority of French-Canadians had in 
fact delivered just such a vote. The actual 
result was 50.56 per cent in support of the 
status-quo and 49.44 per cent for separ- 
ation. 

We should learn something from the 
Quebec problem, which has dogged 
Canadian politics for a long time. The 
problem simply is that multi-ethnic nations 
do not work. Very similar stocks, such as 
the constituent peoples who make up the 
British Isles, can by centuries of internal 
migration and cross-breeding eventually jell 
together — this process being greatly facilit- 
ated if they are bound for the most part by 
a common language. Between the Frengh 
and English-speaking Canadians, however, 
there are much more fundamental differ- 
ences, perhaps aggravated by the fact that it 
was in the City of Quebec itself that the 
battle occurred which determined that 
people of British race would become the 
dominant group in Canada, and that this 
piece of history is a constant reminder not 
only of difference but of old rivalry and 
enmity. 

The divisions in Canada provide in micro- 
cosm the reality that will for ever prevent 
the true integration of Europe, just as, 
nearer home, the same kind of microcosm 
manifests itself in what was Yugoslavia. If 
people of French and mainly British stock 
cannot endure as parts of one nation on the 
North American Continent, neither will they 
do so on this one. 

The news that reaches us from Canada is 
that, if the Quebeckers are constantly in a 
state of discontent with their status within 
the country, the English-speakers who form 
the rest of the population are fed up to the 
teeth with their complaints. Whether Canada 
can now hold together in the fragile unity 
that has resulted from this hairsbreadth | 
referendum result remains to be seen. If it 
does not, however, English-speaking 
Canadians, a slight majority of whom (non- 
Whites excluded) are of British descent, 


ought to be reminded that over here in the 
United Kingdom are fifty-odd million who 
share far more in common with them than 
do their French-speaking fellow Canadian 
citizens. The feeling of the British for their 
kin in Canada was amply demonstrated 
earlier this year over the fishing dispute 
with Spain. Blood ties are more binding 
than the proximities of geography. We must 
hope that the day will eventually return 
when political allegiances reflect this eternal 
truth. 


Special people! 

London’s police chief, Sir Paul Condon, 
having severely blotted his copybook with 
the nation’s mightily powerful ‘anti-racist’ 
lobbies by his statement about most muggers 
in the capital being black, seems extremely 
anxious to make amends. Last month, it was 
reported in the Jewish Chronicle, Sir Paul 
was the’ guest at a meeting of the Assoc- 
iation of Jewish Ex-Servicemen and 
Women. Addressing the gathering, he gave 
a strong hint that he was in favour of yet 
more draconian laws against ‘racism’. 

‘It is a fact of life,’’ he said, speaking of 
‘racist’ propaganda, ‘‘that many organis- 
ations that peddle this trash have access to 
the best legal advice.’’ And he continued: 
‘*We will do our best to stop these people 
but it is up to parliament to set the legal 
framework.”’ 

Some people not acquainted with the 
realities of where power resides in Britain 
might naively ask the question: what is 
London’s chief of police doing addressing 
such a meeting and why is it the case that so 
many eminent public servants are regularly 
to be found speaking to and seeking the 
approval of Jewish organisations? 

The question might be taken a step 
further. When last month the funeral was 
held in Jerusalem for assassinated Israeli 
leader Yitzhak Rabin, present were the 
heads of all Britain’s main political parties, 
together with the heads of state of practic- 
ally all the world’s leading nations, as well 
as representatives of Europe’s royalty. Here 
is a country with a population smaller than 
that of Lancashire, and yet the funeral of its 
President is considered a fit occasion for the 
congregating together of such a glittering 
array of important people from across the 
globe! Just what is so special about this tiny 
nation? 

But to revert to the question of ‘race’ 
legislation, it is a fact that the body to 
whom Sir Paul Condon was speaking has 
for some considerable time been in the 
forefront of agitation for tougher laws. A 
headline in the Jewish Chronicle of the 26th 
May this year said: ‘‘AJEX declares all-out 
war on race hate-mongers.’’ The article 
following reported that:- 


‘‘The Association of Jewish Ex-Servicemen 
and Women is throwing its weight behind 
moves for a Europe-wide strategy to outlaw 
all manifestations of race-hatred and anti- 
semitism. 


“*The 5,400-strong organisation backed an 
emergency resolution at its annual 
conference on Sunday calling on the 
Government to support moves at the 1996 
Inter-Governmental Conference ‘to crimin- 
alise the growing distribution’ of race-hate 
propaganda. 


The resolution, said the report, was 
supported unanimously. 
They were at it again a short time later. 


This time it was the Board of Deputies of - 


British Jews. The Jewish Chronicle of the 
23rd June reported that: ‘‘Board urges 
Major to end opposition to EU race law’. 
This was followed by a report saying:- 

‘Jewish leaders this week urged the Prime 

Minister to abandon Britain’s opposition to 

a proposed European law against racism 

when he attends next week’s EU summit in 

Cannes.’’ 

Last month ‘Jewish leaders’ were again 
found protesting to the Government. This 
time it was over the plans by Social Security 
Secretary Peter Lilley to slash welfare 
benefits for asylum-seekers. The Jewish 
Chronicle of November 17th reported:- 

‘In a joint submission, the Board of 

Deputies, the Jewish Council for Racial 

Equality (Jcore) and World Jewish Relief 

argue that such a policy would be a 

betrayal of the state’s responsibility towards 

vulnerable sections of society.’’ 

Just what does all this sound like? It 
sounds to us very much like a people who 
seem to think themselves granted some 
special right to agitate, to demand, to 
criticise and to lobby on this matter and that 
— almost as if they themselves, and not our 
elected Government, were responsible for 
running the country. It sounds like a people 
who have a special status in our country and 
indeed around the world and are very aware 
of it and anxious at every turn to assert it. 

They appear to be passionately opposed to 
‘racism’ and to be all in favour of countries, 
including our own, opening their doors to 
refugees of other races. 

But a look at the crowds in Israel seen on 
television attending Mr. Rabin’s funeral 
revealed something most interesting — just 
as did a look at the TV shots of the crowds 
present at the rally when Rabin was shot. 
On neither occasion was a black face was to 
be seen anywhere! 

Indeed, special people — with a special 
importance, special rights, special pre- 
rogatives, special exemptions. But of course 
by the very fact of daring to say this we 
shall most certainly be accused of the very 
‘anti-semitism’ which these people want to 
have made a criminal offence! But in fact all 
we are asking of the Jews is that they regard 
themselves the same as everyone else and 
are treated the same as everyone else. 


Argentina: just what is the 
Government up to? 


Last month, with much publicity, Princess 
Diana made an official visit to Argentina. 
Those folk who imagine that this visit was 
just part of the normal diplomatic rounds 


would have to be very naive. Exactly what 
passed between the Princess and her Argen- 
tine hosts is not so far known. What is 
certain, however, is that the Government 
seems almost indecently anxious to be good 
pals again with the Argies after all the bad 
blood stirred up by the Falklands War. Just 
what have Major & Co. got up their sleeve? 


WHAT ARE THEY COOKING UP? 
Major with President Menem 


Ina report in the Daily Mail last month it 


was stated of the Princess that:- . 
‘‘The fear was that she will be used as the 
centrepiece of a nationalist triumph by 
Argentinian President Carlos Menem, an 
arch manipulator who has already trans- 
formed a meeting with John Major into a 
propaganda coup. 

‘‘Buenos Aires was gearing up to greet 
Diana as a powerful political symbol, her 
presence justifying the country’s mounting 
confidence that it will regain control of the 
Falkland islands sooner rather than later.’’ 


The question must be asked: if Argentina 
has such confidence that it is going to get 
the Falklands back, from where and from 
what has it acquired that confidence? The 
only possible answer is that it must have 
come from signals given out to the Argen- 
tines by our own Government. 

This seems to be confirmed by the recent 
signing by Britain and Argentina of a treaty 
to co-operate on oil exploration around the 
Falklands. The Government was hugely 
embarrassed when just afterwards Menem 
referred to the treaty as the first real step 
forward in his country’s permanent struggle 
to gain sovereignty. An indignant repud- 
iation of this was issued from Whitehall but 
what other purpose can there be in the 
treaty? If the Falklands are British, which 
they are, so also is the oil around their 
shores. Why must Britain, which has 
acquired plenty of expertise in oil explor- 
ation in the North Sea, bring the Argies in 
on this project instead of going it alone? 

There is a stink in the air here, and the 
stink is one of betrayal — betrayal of the 
brave young men who died to keep the 
Union Jack flying over those distant British 
Islands. Ulster all over again? You bet! 
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CONFUSION RIGHT. 
LEFT AND CENTRE 


JOHN TYNDALL looks at some of the fallacies 
underlying ‘One Nation’ Toryism 


A FRONT-PAGE HEADLINE in the Sunday Times of the 22nd 
October said ‘‘Tories split as Labour seizes centre ground.’’ In 
the report following it was stated that:- 
‘‘The fragile truce inside the Conservative Party was shattered last 
night as a Sunday Times NOP poll showed that the voters now 
regard Labour as the party of the political centre ground, and more 
moderate than an increasingly right-wing Tory party.”’ 

The report went on to say that:- 

‘‘Senior Tories on the left of the party warned that it was heading 
for electoral oblivion unless John Major reverses what they regard 

as a decisive shift to the right. Their warnings have been echoed 

privately by several government ministers, who have told Tory 

whips they are deeply unhappy about the ‘right-wing drift’ at this 
month’s party conference.”’ 

The new poll, said the writers, Andrew Grice and Michael 
Prescott, provides the clearest evidence so far that Tony Blair had 
captured the political ‘centre ground’. And they continued:- 

‘*.,. Only one in four people (23 per cent) regards Labour as left- 

wing and 50 per cent describe it as moderate, while more people (39 

per cent) believe the Tories are right-wing than think they are 

moderate (34 per cent). Blair has repositioned Labour closer to the 
ideological home of most voters: seven out of 10 people (69 per 
cent) regard themselves as moderate.”’ 


The report then went on to quote one senior Tory Government 
minister as saying: ‘‘Although Blair’s decision to camp on the 
centre ground is a great compliment to us, we are playing into his 
hands by moving to the right. We will end up with a very low 
share of the vote at the general election.’’ Further on, it quoted 
another Tory, Peter Temple-Morris, MP for Leominster and a 
founder of the Macleod group of Tory left-wingers. He said the 
NOP poll would intensify the group’s fears about the party’s 
rightward shift. ‘‘Elections,’’ he said, ‘‘are not won by the 
extremes. That is not the way of the British people.”’ 

He was backed up by another Tory, Hugh Dykes, member for 
Harrow East and chairman of the European Movement, who was 
quoted by the ST as saying that: ‘“These.are ominous findings for 
our foolish right-wing colleagues who think that there is a broad 
right-wing appeal. We cannot win the next election with other than 
a moderate centre approach.”’ 


MANOEUVRES FOR VOTES 


Of course, to observers of the British political scene there is 
nothing new or extraordinary in the sight of politicians getting 
themselves worked up, not by the state of the nation and the 
policies responsible for it, but by the latest reading of the tea-leaves 
indicating their prospects of re-election. Politicians are in the habit 
of manoeuvring to the right, to the left and to the centre solely in 
accordance with how their antenne divine where the votes are to 
be won, and with hardly the smallest consideration for the overall 
needs of Britain. We may therefore take as par for the course the 
Tories’ preoccupations with this latest opinion poll. 

But is their interpretation of the poll even correct? Is it true that 
this legendary ‘centre ground’ of which Tories speak is where the 
sentiments of the vast bulk of the British public lie? Does the 
adoption of a soggy ‘liberal’ approach to the great issues provide 
the only possibility for a party, whether it be Tory, Labour or 
other, to win a general election? And is the Tories’ current unpop- 
ularity due to their reputation for being ‘too far to the right’? I 
would dispute these assumptions very strongly. 
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Taking the last assumption first, ‘moderate’ Tories, many of 
whom are grouped together under the ‘One Nation’ heading, flatter 
both themselves and their party if they think the public loathes them 
for ideological reasons. The party’s currently low rating with the 
British people is above all due to its monumental incompetence and 
failure in government. Contrary to what ‘One Nation’ Tories and 
writers in the Sunday Times would like to believe, the majority of 
British voters are scarcely at all preoccupied with concepts of 
‘right’, ‘left’ and ‘centre’ — in the rare cases where they under- 


HOUSE OF CLOWNS 
Is it not the Government’s incompetence, rather than the Tory 
Party’s ideological orientation, that is alienating the voters? 


stand what such terms actually mean. Much more germane to them 
are unemployment; inflation; Europe; VAT and other taxation; 
diminishing home values; the crime wave; the collapse of education 
and — though politicians and media pundits are reluctant to admit 
it — the immigration and ethnic minority breeding rates that are 
depriving them of large slices of their country. Of course, opinion 
polls commissioned by papers like the Sunday Times would have us 
believe otherwise, but since when have such polls ever provided 
reliable guides as to what people in the street really think? 


WHAT IS ‘RIGHT-WING’? 


Quite apart from this, we should question, anyway, the defin- 
itions of ‘right’, ‘left’ and ‘centre’ as they are seen by today’s news 
media and those in the political mainstream on whom they report. 
As an example, those who stand on the ‘right’ of the Tory Party 
tend to be the ones least in favour of interventionism in the 
economy and most supportive of letting market forces rule. They 
are the people who do not object when a foreign company buys up 
a large slice of an important British industry but hasten to assure 
us that this is just the way things are in a world economy in which 
national borders are a barrier to progress and efficiency. The same 
people do not regard it as.an outrage when another British industry 
goes to the wall because it cannot compete with factories in East 
Asia where workers toil for one-fortieth the wages of those in 
Britain — or when the latter are thrown onto the scrapheap because 
investors in the City savour bigger profits by ‘relocating’ 
production in Singapore or the Phillipines. 

Contd. on next page 


Our own British National Party is reputedly even further to the 
‘right’ than the right wing of the Tories (are we not popularly 
referred to as ‘right-wing extremists’?). By this yardstick we might 
be expected to take positions even further slanted towards free- 
market doctrine than those held by Tory free-marketeers. Yes this 
is far from the case. Our own policies on the economy favour a 
good deal of interventionism, involving as they do protection of 
British manufacturing and supervision of the movements of British 
investment capital. These policies, while remote from any current 
Tory thinking, are yet more so from the Tory ‘right’ than from the 
Tory ‘left’. Does that make us left-wingers? I would hardly think 
so! 

So could it not be that when Sunday Times opinion polls reveal 
that people questioned dislike the prospect of a Tory Party lurch to 
the ‘right’ what they are really telling us is that those people find 
a bitter taste in the medicine Tory Governments have been 
spooning out to them for the past 16 years and would be alarmed 
at the thought of that medicine being prescribed for the future in 
even stronger doses? Sane people in Britain can see that Tory 
economics have produced catastrophe, and they could therefore be 
forgiven for fearing that economic policies even more Tory than in 
the recent past will only produce yet greater catastrophe. I would 
submit that in this perception lies the finding that voters do not 
relish the Government moving still further to the ‘right’. Who on 
earth would? 

And what of the ‘One Nation’ concept favoured by so many mild 
and moderate people of the Tory left and centre but despised by the 
party’s right-wing hard-liners? There is indeed nothing whatever 
wrong with this concept in principle. The principle is that the 
nation should be a mutually supportive community, an enlarged 
family in which the welfare of every member is the dutiful concern 
of every other member. One Nation Tories deplore national 
division, whether this be on the basis of inequality of economic 
opportunity between regions or resentment between differently 
favoured income groups. Against this, the Tory ‘right’ tends 
towards a philosophy of social Darwinism, in which competition 
and rivalry between the sections of society are seen as a desirable 
process for securing the survival of the fittest. Right-wing Tory 
thinking is based on the supposition that every individual is 
inherently selfish and greedy and that people’s selfishness and 
greed, far from being curbed, should be encouraged as a means of 
generating greater energy, industry and competitiveness. The end 
product in the right-wing Tory scheme of things is atomisation. 
The nation is not a single and co-ordinated whole but just so many 
millions of individual units working against each other for private 
gain and profit. This rat-race is sanctified by means of the euphem- 
istic and misleading slogan of ‘freedom’. 


THE NATIONALIST VIEW 

Nationalist thinking is a synthesis of these potentially conflicting 
ideas. We do not ignore the selfish and egocentric urges that are 
present in every individual, particularly the more dynamic and 
achieving ones; they have to be recognised and encouraged but 
strictly within national and social bounds. We do not favour a 
society that is organised to serve the flabby and the unfit. At the 
same time we see the nation, in the last analysis, as a community 
in which the general good takes priority over the individual good, 
the rights of the race over the rights of the private person. This is 
a community in which duty and patriotism are demanded of indiv- 
iduals and rewards granted to those individuals in proportion to 
their practice of those virtues. The good of the nation and the good 
of each member of the nation, instead of being mutually antagon- 
istic and conflicting in their pursuits, become complementary and 
indistinguishable. 

One Nation Toryism has the weakness that it does not go far 
enough in recognising and encouraging the competitive urge in 
individuals, with the result that it fails to release the national 
energy needed for success in the wider world, and in that regard it 
comes close in affinity to welfare-state Socialism. Furthermore, its 
concept of what is meant by the ‘nation’ is fatally flawed. Any 
post-war immigrant or offspring thereof, if he resides within our 


borders, pays our taxes and is subject to our laws, is considered a 
member of this mythical ‘nation’, which has no identity in ethnic 
or cultural terms but is merely an aggregate of humans occupying 
the same living space. And precisely because this populace has 
none of the ingredients of nationhood in the true sense of that term, 
the mutual care and family spirit as envisaged in the Tory One’ 
Nation idea can never be effective within it. 

We nationalists, by contrast, say: One Nation, yes — the British 
Nation as constituting members of the British Race! Let that be our 
community and our family, and let our obligations be to all within 
it and to none outside it. But let it be also a nation living in a 
bracing climate in which hard work and ability are rewarded and 
idleness and failure punished — always with the vital proviso that 
this nation is organised to provide work to all who genuinely seek - 
it, something it cannot do under the terms favoured by the free- 
marketeering ‘right-wingers’ of today’s Conservative Party and 
Government. 

Talk of these needs to Mr. and Mrs. Public and you would, I 
suggest, meet with a very high level of agreement. Yet these are 
the ideas put forward by a party that is considered ‘extreme’ — and 
Mr. Temple-Morris has told us, has he not, that elections are not 
won by ‘extremes’ — presumably because British voters will not 
support such things! 


THE RACE ISSUE 


While we are on the subject of what the British people will and 
will not support, it is an opportune moment to take a look at 
another opinion poll, this time not one sponsored by the Sunday 
Times. On September 30th 1993, shortly following the British 
National Party’s dramatic election victory in Tower Hamlets, the 
East London Advertiser (a paper which, incidentally, hates the BNP 
like poison) conducted its own survey as to the party’s local 
support by means of a phone-in. From the calls received, a 
staggering 81 per cent declared in favour of the BNP. This of 
course was London’s East End, and it is not suggested that that 
same percentage would have supported us in all other parts of the 
country. Nevertheless, polls conducted by other newspapers have 
established that opinions similar to those of our party on racial 
matters are held by an overwhelming majority — even though not 
all would go quite as far — yet — as we do in the matter of 
solutions. The Daily Express, in August this year, reported a survey 
on race which found that most people favoured non-Whites being 
given taxpayers’ cash to return to their countries of origin and that 
a party supporting repatriation of those same non-Whites would be 
‘‘on course to becoming Britain’s third political force, ahead of the 
Liberals.’’ These findings were obtained quite separately from other 
issues, such as Capital Punishment and Europe, on which a very 
large percentage of the electorate, probably the majority, holds 
opinions closer to those of the, BNP than to any of the major 
parties. Had the BNP’s policies on repatriation of immigrants been 
presented by the Daily Express pollsters as part of a policy package 
incorporating its views on these other issues, the probable result of 
the poll would have been a consensus in favour of our party much 
higher than that which merely put us ahead of the LibDems. 

Europe is indeed an issue on which Tory ‘moderates’ have been 
expressing grave concern that the ‘Euro-Sceptic’ lobby may be 
pushing the party towards the ‘extremes’. In other words, if you 
are ‘Euro-Sceptic’ you are ‘extreme right’. Considering that one 
opinion poll after another has established that a substantial majority 
of the British people are ‘Euro-Sceptic’, does this not suggest that 
the electorate stands on the ‘extreme right’ — according to the 
‘moderate’ Tory definition of the term? We are now moving into 
the realm of the nonsensical and the farcical, but that is where 
‘moderate’ Tory reasoning takes us once we accept its premises. 


SOURCE OF LABOUR’S SUPPORT 
As fallacious as these assumptions about ‘right-wing extremism’ 
held by so many in the Tory Party is the idea that Labour’s current 
honeymoon with the voters is due to its having captured the so- 
called ‘centre ground’. It is due to no such thing — or at least not 
Contd. overleaf 
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CONFUSION RIGHT, LEFT AND CENTRE 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


in the sense that Tories understand the term. More and more people 
are supporting Labour for the precise same reason as fewer and 
fewer are supporting the Tories: the incompetence and failure of 
the Tory Government. Labour is the receptacle of the support that 
is deserting the Tories essentially because Labour provides the best 
— indeed at present the only — means by which the Tory Govern- 
ment can be hounded out of office. Of course Labour is benefiting 
from the public presumption (albeit a quite false one) that it has 
neutralised its extreme left. But that does not prove that the British 
people dislike ‘extremism’, only that they dislike left-wing 
extremism — a very different thing. Unlike the so-called 
‘extremism’ of the right, this extremism does not repel merely by 
virtue of its own usage as a trigger-word; it is rejected because the 
public has a clear perception of what it means in terms of actual 
politics. Left-wing extremism is seen as trade union militancy gone 
mad; as education in the hands of dotty permissives who cannot 
teach the 3 ’Rs; as sympathy with the IRA and worship of Gerry 
Adams; as rioting mobs in the streets pelting police with missiles 
and burning Union Jacks; as wholesale nationalisation of industries 
as enshrined in Clause Four; as hairy students occupying campuses 


in solidarity with university folk heroes such as Winston Silcott; as 
Dennis Skinner ranting in the House of Commons against the 
‘capitalist class’ and Tony Benn marching in the streets in favour 
of Argentine ownership of the Falklands. The British people have 
seen these phenomena in good measure and they do not like what 
they have seen. Left-wing extremism has a precise connotation that 
is widely understood. ‘Right-wing extremism’ is merely a piece of 
political jargon which, once it is stripped of its semantic hypnosis 
and identified with specific policies and ideas which meet with 
widespread public sympathy, quickly loses its capacity to frighten 
and hence its utility as a term of abuse. True, if people see ‘right- 
wing extremism’ as meaning more of the economic free-for-all that 
has wrecked British industry and created mass unemployment they 
will reject it for that reason; but if they identify it with stout 
patriotism and a policy of ‘Britain Free’ and ‘Britain First’ they 
will embrace it, whatever name its opponents colour it with. 

In other words, the Tory centre and left, the Macleod group and 
the One Nation lobby, together with the other elements in that party 
who would align Conservatism with a flaccid liberalism, have got 
it all wrong. They are wrong about the policies needed for Britain 
and they are wrong about the policies the British people want. But 
after all these years of government shambles and muddle should we 
have expected otherwise? 


THE 


INTERNET 


TONY LECOMBER LOOKS AT SOME OF THE 
POLITICAL & CENSORIAL ASPECTS INVOLVED 


AS most readers are now aware, the BNP 
is on the Internet! Everyone in the party 
can be rightly proud and pleased with this 
advance since, although it might not be 
obvious now, the Internet — a network of 
computers, holding information and news 
on anything and everything — is the most 
significant political development since the 
advent of television. 

Establishment politics, its access to 
propaganda media (and its denial of those 
media to others) and its attendant impact on 
the mass of the people by way of press, radio 
and, most recently and importantly, of 
television, are completely intertwined. This 
has given the establishment a complete 
stranglehold on power. 

Years ago, most people in Britain relied 
on the press for their main source of news 
information. Today it is TV. 

The significance of the Internet for us is 
primarily as a rival news and propaganda 
medium to television. A medium in which 
the BNP has unrestricted access and is able 
to address a large and growing audience, 
uncensored and on equal terms with the 
other parties. 

Believe it or not, the Internet — the much 
touted information superhighway — despite 
all the recent interest surrounding it, is now 
some 25 years old. The Internet was originally 
developed from military research — the US 
Defence Department wanted to create a 
communications network using different types 
of equipment that would still work in times of 
crisis, even if parts of the network failed or 
were damaged, in other words, it was to be 
invulnerable to single-point failures. 

It has fulfilled this task only too well, 
because today various parties, primarily in 
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America, are calling for the imposition of the 
most stringent censorship this century. 

The reason for this is that the Internet has 
grown uncontrolled, like an amorphous 
jellyfish. It has no centre and there is no way 
for government of shutting out what it doesn’t 
like to see. The interlocking net of thousands 
of computers (Servers) means that shutting 
down one provider of service (dialled up by 
thousands of users) is of little use since: 
(a)The service-provider can simply set up 
shop somewhere else — anywhere else in 
fact: Albania, China, or Libya, for example, 
where regulation may not be so stringent and 
the offending service will, through a multitude 
of routes, leak back into the country; and: 
(b)If something is banned in one country, you 
can simply access it from another very easily 
— as easily as making a telephone call in fact. 
The implication here is that in practical 
terms, regardless of legislation, censorship 
is reduced to the lowest common 
denominator, in other words, none! 


A LEVEL PLAYING FIELD 

The lack of centralisation and lack of 
control means that the ‘little guy’ has a 
chance to compete with the biggest in the 
world. Thus small high-tech companies are 
doing very well on the Net-and putting the 
giant corporations to shame while earning 
increasing amounts of money. Similarly, 
small pressure groups and political parties 
can air their views on exactly the same level 
as the major players. Thus the British National 
Party can for instance compete on the Internet 
on equal terms with either Labour or the 
Tories. Even so, all of this wouldn’t matter if 
the target audience on the Net were tiny or 
insignificant. But the Net in Britain, already 


reaching hundreds of thousands, is just lifting 
off, and the party will soon reach a UK 
audience of millions. This is the reason why 
BNP press officer Michael Newland was asked 
by news media earlier in the year whether the 
BNP had plans to get on the Net. Now that the 
party is on the Net, Channel Four — the 
discredited anti-British TV propaganda and 
hate outlet — has already started to gnash its 
teeth with impotent fury. 

Until just five years ago, however, the 
user base was small and there was very little 
private use, the Internet being confined to 
universities for information swapping and to 
business for E-mail — the electronic mailing 
system. But the coincidence of falling 
hardware prices, both for computers and for 
modems (connecting the computer to the 
telephone), and the advent of burgeoning 
service-providers to the Internet, has seen the 
Net really take off as the general public has 
jumped onto the roller coaster. 

The appeal of the Internet is its lack of 
structure; it connects to every other online 
service of any consequence, so that by 
achieving Internet access you can talk to the 
rest of the online world. Thus geographically 
widely scattered people sharing a common 
interest can be in constant touch with each 
other. The Net combines the immediacy of 
the phone but with local call rates to anywhere 


in the world and in a way which enables the 


sharing of masses of written information 
between like-minded people or the searching 
of huge online libraries for research/reading 
or retrieval without leaving your home. As 
such, the Net is now the biggest source of 
information on anything you might care to 
name anywhere in the world. 

Contd. on next page 


THE AMERICAN PIONEERS 
With their head-start in the private use of 
‘computers, it isn’t hard to see why American 
patriots were the first to pioneer the nationalist 
use of the Internet. Scattered as they are over 
an entire continent, the Net has given 
nationalists in America both a focus and an 
outlet for their ideas. Indeed, the dissemination 
of ideas at an academic level was one of the 
first ever uses of the Net between universities. 

Here in Britain, the use of the Net as a 
focus is, I think, going to be largely a 
peripheral one. The most important aspect 
for us is the dissemination of ideas and news. 
Currently, UK Net users number well under 
a million. But with the launch of the new 
Windows 95 product from Microsoft, which 
includes its own Net-launcher, the number of 
people using the Net is growing at several 
thousand per week. Market forces are, of 
themselves, going to give the UK a user base 
of some five million in just two or three years 
time, that is to say all private users plus all 
those with Net access from libraries, schools 
and universities, which are all scheduled to 
be on the Net within the next year or so. 

At the moment, the typical American Net 
user (no figures are available for the UK) is 
either a student/academic with a university 
account, a computer/high-tech industry 
worker ora white (80 %), male (60%), middle- 
class graduate (60%) with a private dial-up 
connection to a service-provider. Income is 
above the national average and politics are 
right of centre (it is very likely that UK 
figures are similar but witha higher proportion 
of whites). Quite frankly, these are exactly 
the sort of people the party needs to reach if 
it is to broaden its appeal and win support 
beyond the inner cities. 

In a couple of years time, many more 
people will be on the Net and Net users will 
prove to be more of a cross-section of society. 
This is all to the good — the more, the 
merrier! We will reach them all, if they are in 
the least politically conscious. Anyone with 
an interest in politics will home in on the 
politics page, whether they be of the left, 
right or centre. When they see the entry for 
the British National Party, they will look us 
up, even if they don’t necessarily agree with 
us, just to see what we’ve got to say for 
ourselves. And they can do this in the strict 
privacy of their own homes. It involves no 
commitment and it is strictly private — no 
one else is looking over their shoulder. This 
point cannot be stressed too much since we all 
know that the unhealthily oppressive political 
atmosphere in Britain stifles debate and free 
speech by the fear of official disapproval and 
the attending consequences to job or career, 
and this is particularly true of the typical Net 
user. The point though here is that by these 
people seeing what we have got to say for 
ourselves, the party will break through the 
carefully contrived censorship that does exist 
in this country but pretends that it doesn’t! 
Hundreds, then thousands, of people will see 
for themselves that the BNP is a sensible, 
serious party offering sober analysis and 
solutions to their problems and the problems 
of the country, and that contrary to the media 
portrayal of racial nationalists we are neither 
wild-eyed loons, nor race-haters, nor drooling 
over the prospect of another holocaust. 


Unlike in America, we in Britain have 
had to live with the repressive Race Relations 
laws for some twenty years. While these are 
an intolerable restriction on the freedom of 
speech, they have also, paradoxically, turned 
out to be of benefit whereby nationalist 
language has had to be couched in more 
moderate, polite and therefore more 
persuasive terms. This is a happy turn of 
events, since a look at American patriotic Net 
content shows that much of it is rather 
negative, couched in strong language to the 
point of a rant; not all of it of course, but the 
tendency is there and cannot reflect too well 


A diagrammatical representation 


The Internet is a network of computer 
servers with links directly or indirectly 
to all the others on the Net. Breaking 
one link, from ‘a’ to ‘d’ for example is 
overcome by routing through ‘b’ or ‘e’ 
or indeed any combination of the others. 
Each server or service-provider would 
in turn be linked by a dial up connection 
to hundreds and thousands of computer 
users all ‘surfing the Net.’ 


on the groups concerned. ‘Like attracts like’ 
is a very true observation and we need to 
attract everyday people who are concerned 
for their country with patriotic inclinations, 
not Hollywood Nazis or big-talking drinkers. 
A mass movement is made up of the people, 
not a small section of it or a cult. And the 
BNP, nothing if not ambitious, is aiming for 
massive growth and expansion. 

Thus for the reasons of the audience that 
the Net provides the BNP, which is going to 
get much larger, and because the Net gives 
the BNP equal terms with our opponents, 
elements surrounding government are anxious 
to seek ways of control and censorship. Of 
course, no ‘democratic’ government is going 
to come out and say so though. So the first 
step is to get its big governmental foot in the 
door, and this will come by attacking on two 
fronts. The first of these is pornography and 
the second is encryption technology. 


WARNING FROM AMERICA 

At this point we must turn to America, 
which is several years ahead of us in this 
regard. The point is that if precedent is set 
to legislate to restrict what can be accessed 
on the Net, then government can legislate 
to restrict anything. In America there is 
pressure for legislation to ban pornography 


on the Net. This pressure is coming from 
right-wing Christians and Republicans 
looking for a cause prior to their elections a 
little over a year away. Now this is all rather 
disingenuous of the morality brigade since: 
(a)As discussed earlier, the Net is 
fundamentally impossible to legislate against 
as regards censorship; and: (b)The law 
covering pornography under the US 
constitution, while rather vague, does also 
apply to the Net — most of which is the sort 
of stuff available on the top shelves of 
newsagents. 

Nevertheless, by three dubious 
contrivances, the Christian Coalition, a pro- 
family organisation with 1.6 million 
supporters and several Republican US 
Senators, is gearing up to get censorship 
controls over the Net, using the first point of 
attack — pornography. 

First, they claim that since children can 
access a computer — their father’s possibly 
— children are exposed to porn! But this 
ignores the fact that the child would have to 
key in dad’s credit-card number to achieve 
access (nothing is for free), or have dad’s 
help! But in any case, the Net is for serious 
adult discussions. Why should adult 
arguments or any other material be censored 
to a level that would not offend a five-year- 
old, particularly when children are still in a 
very small minority? (People can be very 
rude to each other on the Net). 

Second,. one practitioner of deceit, a 
Senator Grassley, seized on a study by the 
Carnegie Mellon University which was 
looking at Net porn. On one particular 
pornographic bulletin board (BBS) were found 
a number of pictures. Apparently, no less 
than 83.5 per cent of 917,410 pictures on this 
pornographic BBS were sexually explicit! 
Now you might well, without in anyway 
condoning porn, say: “Well, what did he 
expect?” But that would miss the mark, 
because Senator Grassley went on to cause a 
national furore by implying that 83.5 per cent 
of all Net content was pornographic. Time 
magazine which carried the story, later 
recanted in public, saying that the story was 
gravely flawed. But the damage had of course 
been done. In fact, less than 0.5 per cent of 
Net content by byte count is pornographic, 
and that is a huge over-estimate since images 
of any kind are more byte-heavy, as it were, 
than text. The real porn content is probably 
less than 0.08 per cent. 

Third, the pro-censorship lobby are 
counting on the likelihood that few people 
will be willing to stand up and defend the 
right to purvey pornography in public. Who, 
after all, wishes to ally themselves with the 
dirty raincoat brigade or even that sick band 
of perverts who specialise in child porn? 
Even so, this ignores the fact that supplying 
child pornography is already an offence in 
US (and British) law. 

Clearly, by deliberate misinterpretation 
of statistics and conjuring up an image of 
innocent kiddies on the Net who are largely 
not there, and then attacking an easy target, 
with few defenders and which in any case is: 
(a) greatly over-exaggerated and: (b) already 
legislated for, the door is swinging open to 
draconian levels of censorship. Because to 
make censorship stick, given the available 

Contd. overleaf 


Page 9 


THE INTERNET 


(Contd.from prev. page) 


technology which militates against it, such 
censorship would have to be oppressively 
heavy handed. Furthermore, it would in 
practice only partially effect the users, since 
the purveyors of such material could place it 
onthe Net outside any given national boundary 
as discussed earlier, and the users could still 
obtain the material from outside those national 
boundaries. Therefore, the people pressing 
for censorship either don’t know what they’re 
talking about or there is a hidden agenda 
afoot. Nevertheless, such censorship if more 
widely applied would affect purely national 
groups since such a group could scarcely 
place material advertising its organisation on 
the Net outside national boundaries while at 
the same time trying to operate ona legitimate 
basis inside those national boundaries. At 
this point, all readers will have seen the 
significance of the proposed censorship. While 
it would be totally ineffective against porn, 
the precedent would have been set which, if 
it were applied to a party political group, 
would be absolutely effective. 

The second point of attack is encryption 
technology. Inthe US, encryption technology 
is classified as a munition and cannot be 
exported. One Mr. Zimmerman is currently 
facing ruin for placing onthe Net anencryption 
program called Pretty good privacy, or PGP. 
PGP is a breakthrough for encryption 
technology since the highly complex coding 
and decoding algorithms have been separated. 
This means that a person A who wishes to 
communicate securely with persons B and C, 
for example, without person D listening in, 
can now do so using military grade encryptions 
technology. Using PGP over the Net, person 
A can advertise his public encryption key for 
anybody to encrypt a message to him. But 
only person A can decode the message with 
his own private decryption key. This 
arrangement has revolutionised encryption 
(which has traditionally used just one 
encryption/decryption key and which suffered 
from possible interception of the key itself 
from person A to person B or C by person D 
— who having obtained the key could then 
read all encoded traffic) and made it publicly 
available over the Net, giving Joe Public 
uncrackable coded communications. 

This time, the enemies of free speech 
come from the left as well as the right — 
Stalinists, paranoids and anti-democrats who 
don’t like the idea of not knowing what their 
own citizens are saying or doing. They say 
that the intelligence services need to be able 
to decode Net material to guard against 
terrorists and drug-traffickers, etc., having 
uncrackable communications. The ordinary 
citizen has nothing to fear, so they say. But 
why shouldn’t any citizen have complete 
privacy from the prying eyes of the State? 
Why should his tax affairs, interests, hobbies, 
love-life, political opinions and much else 
besides become subject to the general nosiness 
of the intrusive State? 


U.K. STATE HARASSMENT 


A recent case here in Britain involved the 
arrest of a bulletin board operator in Scotland. 
The BBS in question had archived material 
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froman American Aaarchist group 


which advocated anti-government 
violence. Grounds for arrest, 
possibly, but what else? The fact 
that anyone could, if they wished 
to, access the material from 
America rather than a local 
operator means that the horse has 
long since bolted and the stable 
door is wide open. If the operator 
concerned was only archiving such 
material (the British Library is 
also certain to have this material 
for reference) and that was the 
sole cause of arrest, then, much as 
we might disagree with anarchists, 
quite frankly such arrest can be 
viewed as little more than political 
harassment, since the only 
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alternative standpoint is to say 
that the mere archiving of such 
material on the Net does indicate 
promotion and that laws should be 
passed against it, irrespective of 
the fact that such laws would be 
totally unenforceable and anyone could 
obtain the material quite easily elsewhere. 
This is actually quite a deep philosophical 
argument and an emotive one, since the same 
arguments could be made with respect to 
child porn for example. 


NATIONALISTS MUST LEAD THE 
FIGHT AGAINST SUPPRESSION 
OF FREE SPEECH 

Readers might be interested to know that 
the Labour Party has appointed Chris Smith 
MP as Shadow Minister for the information 
superhighway. No prizes for guessing which 
side he’s on! And of course, as nationalists in 
Britain know only too well, unlike in America, 
we have no bill of rights protecting freedom 
of speech. In fact there’s precious little 
freedom at all, so the censorship threat is all 
the greater. 

All freedom-loving nationalists are on the 
side of free speech against the so-called 
democrats, who wish to curtail our liberties. 
Ironic, isn’t it? Still, if they are to curb 
freedoms, they will have to be seen to do so 


- and the British National Party could well win 


some excellent publicity, particularly with 
regard to encryption technology and the 
question of censorship in general. As discussed 
earlier, BNP Net content is both serious and 
persuasively and politely argued without in 
any way losing the hard substantial edge of 
racial nationalism. This will make it more 


The Internet is so vast that most first-time users are 

well advised to use a big Web index system like Yahoo 

which contains a, by no means exhaustive, list of 
30,000 entries through a hierarchical index. 


difficult for the powers that be in their quest 
for totalitarian suppression and control of 
thought and ideas. Another plus for the party 
is that we are on the Net now — giving us time 
to be noticed and accepted by the Net 
community asa part of the established scenery. 
Indeed, independent web pages specialising 
in politics have already included links to our 
own home page. In other words, someone 
looking at another web-site clicks onto a link 
to the BNP and immediately finds themselves 
in our home page. In this regard it is also 
important to recognise the freedom-inclined 
ethos of the Net and of those that use it — a 
worthy tradition that the world of British 
politics could well take note of! 

In the meantime, the BNP has one of the 
most exciting political home pages around. It 
is well presented and the content has been 
intelligently thought out. There is still room 
for improvement of course. A few. colour 
graphic images wouldn’t go amiss, for 
example, although this should be resolved 
shortly in the new year. At the same time, the 
party is currently developing a second site, 
with links to the first to advertise the books 
sold by the BNP Book Service and also other 
BNP merchandising for all who want it. The 
British National Party News Service 
featuring a condensed version of British 
Nationalist and carrying a library of the best 
Spearhead articles over the last year can be 
found by dialling up:- 
http://ngwwmall.com/frontier/bnp/ 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover production 
and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations from our 
supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in these 
columns, we have found it impossible to induce wholesale distributers to 


handle our magazine. It is therefore not to be found on sale in high street 
newsagents or bookshops. Hence our need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to: Spearhead c/o PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested, in which case an 
SAE would be much appreciated. 


WHERE ULSTER UNIONISTS 
ARE GOING WRONG 


A look behind the flags and parades 
by ANDREW BOWYER 


A cornerstone of British Nationalism is the 
unity of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland. This unity 
of our nation means more than simply a 
collection of geographical entities, but the 
common heritage and traditions of its 
component peoples. 

The importance of the maintenance of the 
United Kingdom has largely been lost on the 
three main parties at Westminster. Labour 
and the Lib-Dems openly favour a United 
Ireland solution to the current troubles in 
Ulster, whilst the Tories’ claim to be the 
party of Unionism, is contradicted by its 
shameful record over the past twenty-five 
years of pursuing policies which are ultimately 
aimed at easing Northern Ireland out of the 
Kingdom. 

Only two parties at Westminster presently 
seek to uphold Ulster’s position within the 
UK. They are the Ulster Unionist Party, led 
by the newly elected David Trimble, and Ian 
Paisley’s Democratic Unionist Party. The 
DUPemerged froma split in Ulster Unionism 
in 1970 and, despite Paisley’s high profile, is 
only a bit-player in Northern Irish politics. 
The Ulster Unionist Party, also known as the 
Official Unionists, is by far the largest 
recipient of the unionist vote. 

The UUP was born out of the Ulster 
Unionist Council of 1905, which itself 
originated from the Liberal and Conservative 
Unionist Parties, which fought against 
Gladstone’s Home Rule Bill of the 1880s. 
For over seventy years after partition in 
1921, the Ulster Unionist Party has 
represented the British link with Ireland. But 
the question must be asked: exactly why are 
the UUP so eager to remain British? What 
aspect of Britishness do the leaders of this 
party empathise with? 

There can of course be no doubt about the 
depth of feeling towards Britain held within 
the ordinary Ulsterman, but here, we are 
concerned with what motivates the leaders of 
the Official Unionist Party in their desire to 
reject the Republic of Ireland and embrace 
the United Kingdom. 

Ananswer to our question can be found in 
the ‘Ulster Unionist Information Institute’ 
newsletter of October 1994. In an article 
entitled ‘Northern Ireland - a haven for all’, 
the Rev Martin Smyth, MP for South Belfast, 
reports on how welcome Third World 
immigrants are to Northern Ireland and how 
they will “...become part of our Ulster 
mosaic.” Further on Mr Smyth gleefully 
recounts how privileged he was to be the 
inaugurating officer at the first annual meeting 
of the Northern Ireland Filipino Society! All 
sounds depressingly familiar, does it not? 

The UUP’s commitment to multi-racialism 
does not stop at Filipino Societies. In ‘a 


blueprint for stability’ (Unionist Voice, 
February 1994) the Ulster Unionist Party 
embraces the Charter of Paris (1990), which 
states:- “We affirm that the ethnic, cultural, 
linguistic and religious identity of national 
minorities will be protected and that persons 
belonging to national minorities have the 
right to freely express, preserve and develop 
that identity Without discrimination and in 
full equality before the law” (emphasis added). 

Here we see a glaring contradiction 
between what the party publicly proclaims in 
its pro-British pronouncements and the vision 
of Ulster it would really wish to see 
implemented. 


IRRECONCILABLE 

Simply, how does one reconcile the desire 
to “preserve the British identity of Ulster” of 
the party’s manifesto with the commitment to 
“preserve and develop” the identity of ethnic 
minorities? 

These examples show us in what direction 
the UUP wishes to see any future Ulster 
develop. The motivations of Ulster Unionism 
leadership can be summed up in the words of 
Arlene Kelly, Chairman of the Ulster Young 
Unionist Council, who writing in theforward 
of the booklet Irish Kulturkampf (Arthur 
Aughey, February 1995) states:- 
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UNIONISTS ON THE MARCH 
A parade of Orangemen. Are they loyal 
to the right things? 


“It is clear that one of the most positive 
aspects of belonging to the United Kingdom 
is the cultural diversity that exists within 
it, as compared to notions of cultural 
supremacy present in the Republic of 
Ireland.” 


Arthur Aughey, the author of the booklet, 
notes that Unionism is not a totalising way of 
life but “...as a political entity it has room for 
any manner of cultural expressions.” He 
goes on to indicate that the ideal of Unionism 
is the political identity which is comfortable 
within a multicultural society, whilst Irish 
Nationalism is only content with promoting 
one culture, i.e. that of Gaelic/Irish. 

These statements betray the reality 
surrounding what not only draws the Ulster 
Unionist Party towards Britain but more 
importantly, what repels it about the Irish 
Republic. 

Not withstanding our hostility towards 
Irish Nationalism (more accurately Irish 
separatism) vis-a-vis Northern Ireland, we as 
British Nationalists, recognise the importance 
of cultural exclusiveness in any national/ 
racial grouping if it is to retain an identity and 
therefore a sense of purpose. It is the 
Republican movement’s ability to capitalise 
upon these sentiments which partly explains 
why it has made such headway in the battle 
for hearts and minds amongst ordinary, if 
naive, Irishmen, especially those of Irish 
descent in the USA. 

In comparison, the Unionist leadership is 
inextricably wedded to the diseased world of 
multi-racial liberaldomand cultural pluralism. 
Does the common Ulsterman seriously hold 
these notions dear to his heart? Is this what 
many brave members of the Ulster Defence 
Regiment and RUC have sacrificed their 
lives for? To have fought back the 
encroachments of Irish Nationalism only to 
see their country subverted through the back 
door? 


ANTI-B.N.P. 

However, the failure of modern-day 
unionism is not confined to its misguided 
patriotism but also in its failure to recognise the 
reality of the shift in power in British politics. 

Following Derek Beackon’s election 
victory in September 1993, the Ulster Unionist 
Party, alongside other established parties, 
issued prompt condemnations of the British 
National Party — one spokesman even calling 
for the party’s proscription! 

The UUP’s commitment to multi- 
culturalism and its desire to impose it upon 
Ulster unfortunately made it inevitable that it 
would be hostile to the BNP. But this only 
serves to demonstrate the Unionist 
leadership’s incomprehension of the 

Contd. on page 16 
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LINDA MILLER asks... 
RACIAL HATRED: WHO ARE 


THE GUILTY ONES? 


IT IS about time that we responded to 
those who accuse BNP supporters of ‘racial 
hatred’ by throwing the accusation straight 
back in their faces. They are the race 
haters; we are the race lovers. 

The law states, very ambiguously, that it 
is an offence to incite racial hatred. If this law 
means what it says, then it takes no effort to 
point out directly, and without twisting things 
at all, that it is the people who seek to deny 
the existence of race, the importance of race 
and the valuable aspects of different races 
who are guilty of the charge of incitement to 
racial hatred. 

So-called ‘white extremists’, as race-haters 
termus, do not hate other races. Forexample, 
the Ku Klux Klan support the ‘black 
extremists’ led by Louis Farrakhan. They are 
the best of friends in the ideological sense. 
What both groups do hate are those who deny 
race - the race-haters. We assert that people 
should live in their own country, amongst 
their own people, and be proud of who they 
are. We oppose multi-culturalism and 
cosmopolitanism precisely because we love 
our race and we recognise the separateness 
and ‘differentness’ of other races, as Nature 
has intended. To be forcibly deprived a 
positive racial identity, and to have your race 
constantly and viciously blamed for all the 
ills of the world, is criminal. Anyone guilty 
of this crime should be charged with incitement 
to racial hatred. 

It is completely contradictory for this law 
to be used against the very people who, more 
than anyone else in the world, love their race 
and wish all other races to feel similarly about 
themselves. We wish all people to celebrate 
this love of biological difference from other 
people by breeding true to their own racial 
characteristics and becoming ever more 
divergent. The real race-haters, deliberately 
and falsely, insist that if we love our race it 
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DIFFERENT RACES: NO HATE 
On left: an elder of the Mbaiki tribe in 
Central Africa; on right: a Norwegian 
naval commander. Each has his own distinct 
racial character and inhabits his own living 
space. As long as these distinctions are 
preserved, the races can live in peace with 

one another. 


implies that we must hate other races. This is 
as stupid as saying that if you love your 
husband or wife then you must hate all other 
members of the opposite sex. Or, if you love 
your family, you must hate all other families. 
This latter is a very close analogy to the race 
issue, as your family is, like your race, your 
own blood and kin. 

Certainly your first loyalty is naturally to 
your kin, but this does not translate into 
hatred of others because they are different. 
Some such aggressive feeling is only natural 
if others are behaving in a manner which 
could be harmful to your own kin, such as 
infringing on your resources and living space 
and destroying the genetic base of your 
genepool. 

If the alien race, on the other hand, keeps 
to its own habitat and stays completely 
separate, then we have no reason to hate them 
or give them a second’s thought. 


THOSE WHOM WE SHOULD HATE 

All our much vaunted hatred is directed 
against those who hate race, no matter which 
race they are from, because they stand in the 
way of our deep love and loyalty towards our 
own race. Many of these race-haters are from 
the White race. 

The race-hate brigade (who wield such a 
tyrannical power in this so-called democracy) 
contains third-rate ‘scientists’, who receive 
publicity far in excess of their due. Usually 
scruffy, cringing little men in appearance, 
they devote their careers to the ridiculous 
pursuit of devising a scientific argument (yet 
an argument which contains little logic nor 
correct analysis of evidence) that biological 
racial differences are non-existent beyond a 


superficial variation in skin shade. 

Many Whites insanely prefer to believe 
this kind of schizophrenic nonsense than to 
be convinced by a purely rational analysis of 
facts, which as anyone can immediately notice, 
in no way begin to resemble the delusions 
these creatures peddle. They know it is all 
make-believe themselves, but their race-hatred 
drives them to oppose their own kind. 

In fact, most of the other races tend to be 
proud of their own identity and origins, 
whilstWhites, who have been targeted by 
relentless race-hating propaganda, are 
ashamed of being White. 

Race-hating propaganda is extremely 
libellous, consisting of such ridiculous 
accusations as that the white race is eternally 
guilty of having enslaved Blacks. In truth, 
members of ‘the race that must not be named’ 
were some of the worst slave traders, and 
they are also the originators of many of these 
false accusations against Whites. In addition, 
slavery by African tribes on other African 
tribes was going on long before they were 
taken as slaves to White countries. 

Manufactured guilt over slavery has been 
used as a stick to beat whites into accepting all 
manner of idiocies. The ‘Holocaust’ is another 
such big stick. All whites must forever be 
guilty of gassing six million Jews. It is never 
pointed out by the media, which regularly 
beats us with this particular stick that there 
have been many holocausts throughout history 
(which are not disputed) and Whites are no 
more to blame for taking part in some of these 
massacres than are other groups. 

We are made to feel guilty for 
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technological advances that have incidently 
polluted the planet. In reality, this pollution, 
which does indeed threaten the whole future 
of life on this planet, is not of our doing. It is 
fuelled by the internationalist greed of a tiny 
minority, which controls most of the world’s 
economic resources. The race-haters insist 
that we have a moral duty to develop and to 
use our technology in order to ‘help’ people 
all over the world. This ‘help’ is not even 
welcomed by other races, who, quite rightly 
see it as harmful, arrogant interference by 
aliens, who do not share their values and are 
attempting to foist a universal decadent culture 
onto them. They are correct to resent this. 
They should, like us, direct their anger against 
the race-haters who are destroying them. 


WHITES ARE AN ENDANGERED 
SPECIES 


Our white race is a threatened and 
endangered species. If we do not protect 
ourselves against mongrelisation and down 
breeding ofour healthy and intelligent element, 
we are surely doomed to extinction. There is 
nothing aggressive about the desire to ensure 
that there are white people on Earth long into 
the future. This is no more than conservation. 
We wish to protect our people and protect our 
planet. This is love. The race-haters poison and 
destroy life as they cover the Earth in concrete, 
driven by a deep abhorrence of all things 
natural. They are bitter, twisted, psychopathic 
people. They find beauty revolting and they 
revel in ugliness. 

The most beautiful people among mankind 
are the archetypal examples of their race, 
sub-race or tribe. This is the ideal to which all 
natural humans strive. Nature desires 
complete speciation, the complete separation 
of different breeding groups. In time, natural 
selection, the driving force of evolution, 
erases all the blurred edges between 
populations. Distinct types results and purity 


results. A purity which the race-haters are 
determined to prevent and to pollute. 


ASSAULT ON THE 


ANIMAL KINGDOM 

Not satisfied with polluting biological 
strains of humans, the race-haters are now 
even applying their ignorant philosophy to 
animals. 

In a documentary recently’ shown on 
television some zoologists had closely 
observed the genetic make up of cheetahs in 
a Zoo, and were alarmed by the fact that each 
cat’s genes varied so little from another’s 
(This was not only in the zoo population, but 
also in the wild). Nature had perfected these 
creatures to astoundingly fine detail. They 
were meticulously evolved to survive in their 
particular environmental niche. 

In order to breed cheetahs in the zoo, the 
zoologists decided to cross the most genetically 
divergent individuals they could find. This, 
they hoped, would increase the animals’ 
fertility and their resistance to disease. 

Also in this documentary they observed 
the genetics of two separate wild breeding 
groups of Rhinoceros. One grouped in 
Southern Sahara and the other in former 
Rhodesia. It was considered that if these two 
groups were crossed this would also improve 
their fertility and disease resistance 

However, a scientist subsequently noticed 
that each group had subtle genetic differences. 
He speculated that if they were crossed the 
result could well be the extinction of both 
populations. 

If we consider horse-breeding, we can see 
what has happened when sub-species of horse 
have been crossbred. 

The original European horse evolved at 
the western end of the Steppe Belt that stretches 
from the Ukraine to Mongolia. From this 
western horse, about ten thousand years ago, 
evolved the large forest and swamp horse, 


from which Shire horses are descended. Also 
from this horse evolved a smaller pony, 
which was probably the first to be 
domesticated six thousand years ago. We 
should take special note of this European 
pony. It is noted for its fifth horse-riding gait, 

which no other ancient and natural breed has. 

The fifth gait is called a tolt. We know that 
both the Romans and Ancient Greeks had this 
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Remember the BNP in 


your will! 

We wish all our readers a long life, 
but none of us can stay on this earth 
_for ever. Have youever thought about | 
_how you can help the cause when you 
are gone? | 

‘The British National Party has : 
benefitted immensely from a few of 
its supporters remembering the party 
in their wills. In most cases the money 
has been invested so as to guarantee 
the party a regular income, rather 
than being spentinone go. __ . 

Why not become one of these 
benefactors yourself? Whatever you 
do, make sure you do not die intestate 
and let your estate go to prop up the 7 
political systen! | 

It is natural that if you have a 
family you should wish to provide for 
it in the event of your death, but 
nevertheless you may well like to set 
aside something for the good cause as 
well. On the other hand, if you have 
no next of kin there is all the more 
reason for ensuring that the cause 
gets something before you go. 

If you want advice on this matter, 
please ring or write in and let us know. 


American leader 
banned from UK 


Upon Dr. William Pierce’s return home after 
his speech to the British National Party rally in 
London last month, he received a letter from 
Britain’s Immigration & Nationality Depart- 
ment, part of which read as follows:- 

Dear Sir, 

I am writing to inform you that the Home 
Secretary is minded to direct personally that you be 
excluded from the United Kingdom on the grounds 
that your presence here would not be conducive to 
the public good for reasons of public order and 
community relations. 

Accordingly, you should not travel to the United 
Kingdom until consideration has been given to any 
representations you may make, because you are 
otherwise likely to be refused admission to this 
country... 

Dr. Pierce is a man of good character and 
has never broken the law. He is a friend of this 
country, and no violation of public order 
occurred during his recent visit. Contrast his 
treatment with that of black American trouble- 
maker Al Sharpton, who after helping to 
instigate a riot in the UK was subsequently 
allowed in again; with several American IRA 
supporters who have been admitted without 
qualm; and with heaven knows how many 
thousands of illegal immigrants! 


| 


& 4) See 2 
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NOVEMBER 12th: A THOUGHT FROM THE CENOTAPH 


‘‘Remembrance ne is a special day for me — it’s the only day 
| can walk the London streets with no fear of being mugged!’’ 
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EDUCATION FOR LIFE trart 1) 


In the first part of a two-part article 
Dr. DONALD STEVENS takes a look at what is 
wrong with modern teaching methods 


EDUCATION is a preparation for life. 

This is a truism that has been accepted by 
all educationalists throughout all ages. 
However, it has always been a matter of 
prime importance to decide what ‘life’ means. 
Our present blinkered government, has begged 
the issue (like so many other issues) and 
assumed that ‘life’ is that life which lies 
within the frontiers of its petty, narrow 
money obsessed outlook. The very name of 
the Department of Education and Science 
betrays the government’s total lack of interest 
in the Arts and Religion. Even Science, in its 
limited thinking, really means Technology: 
the ability to make and use machines; and 
Commerce, the pseudo-science which is 
concerned with making money. Therefore, 
the government has assumed that ‘life’ means 
‘working-life’, thereby ignoring two facts: 
firstly, that nowadays leisure occupies more 
time than work, and secondly, that we have 
more unemployed than ever before. In view 
of this, it is ironical that the present head of 
the Department of Education appears to be 
also the head of the Department of 
Employment, and that Education is 
synonymous with Employment. Given the 
mental level of our present parliamentarians, 
I would not be surprised if the government 
thinks (to use the term only very loosely) that 
they mean the same because they both begin 
with *E’. 

With this emphasis in Education on what 
will promote money-making, the government 
is satisfied. The larger issues are handed over 
to the self-proclaimed intellectuals of the 
Left, who also are not interested in the Arts 
— and certainly not in Religion. Thus; while 
Science is limited to Technology and 
Commerce; Art, Music, Literature, 
Languages, Religion, and History are 
dominated by the Left. Three examples will 
suffice. 

Some years ago, a colleague had occasion 
to visit the office of a minor official of the 
British Arts Council; the wall was decorated 
with — not a reproduction of a British 
masterpiece by Gainsborough or Constable 
or Alan Ramsay — but by a huge photograph 
of Chairman Mao. More recently, I applied 
for a post to teach French ina local sixth-form 
college; I was informed by a Pakistani (who 
did not speak French) that, if successful, I 
would, in my French lessons teach two 
subjects: Ecology and ‘Racism’; not Racine 
or Moliére or Lamartine or Anouilh, not 
French culture or history, but Animal-Ri ghts 
ecology and left-wing militant multi-culture. 
This state of affairs has been with us for a 
long time. The ‘poet’ Auden was in Barcelona 
actively supporting the Republicans in the 
Spanish Civil War; he was arrested for an act 
of indecency in a public park, and he was 
released when it was discovered that he had 
in his pocket a letter from the head of the 
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British Communist Party; after running away 
to America when he thought that things were 
not safe, he returned to Britain to take up a 
post as Professor of Poetry at the University 
of Oxford’. 


WHAT IS EDUCATION? 

Letus leave, fora moment, thisillegitimate 
warped mutant spawned by our Lib/Lab/Con 
masters, and consider Education in its true 
sense. 

Education is for life; but life is not all 
work, and not all work is concerned solely 
with the making of money. It is true that there 
are Classes for other things besides the working 
life, but these are primarily aimed at those 
about to retire, when it is too late to re- 
awaken the interests smothered under a 
monetarist life of grab. Besides, this is too 
limited a view: that one large part of Education 
is only for those who are no longer 
commercially useful. If Education is for the 
whole man and woman, it must begin in 
childhood, even in babyhood. If Art, Music, 
Literature, Religion, and History are valuable, 
their value must be made evident to all from 
the youngest to the oldest. 

Education is for the enrichment of life. It 
should make people better at work, at play, in 
character and in morality, Efficiency and 
moral rectitude are two very great assets to 
any civilisation, but they are not all. One can 
have a limited efficiency and a narrow 
morality, as in our present society: we stress 
efficiency in commerce and sport — without 
attaining it; we punish murder but permit 
perversion. We enrich the successful, but 
only with money; we miss the thousand-and- 
one other riches that life has to offer because 


SCHOOLS HOLD THE FUTURE OF OUR COUNTRY IN THEIR HANDS 


we are educated to appreciate only the one 
form of wealth that a monetarist society can 
offer. 

Each person is born with certain categories 
of receptivity. These classify, accept and 
reject the events that life brings to the person. 
These categories of receptivity accept the 
classifiable, and reject the unclassifiable. 
They vary enormously: they vary from race 
to race, from culture to culture, from 
nationality to nationality, from person to 
person, not only in what they accept and 
reject, but also how they classify. 

In their simplest form, these categories of 
receptivity are best thought of as receptacles: 
bowls that can receive different liquids, one 
liquid per bowl; pockets into each of which 
only one kind of coin can be put; niches into 
which only furniture of a certain shape will 
fit. 

A person blind from birth has no true 
concept of colour, because he lacks the 
receptacle called colour. A person who is 
truly tone-deaf (and not simply musically 
illiterate) cannot appreciate music, because 
he cannot distinguish between one note and 
another, and cannot even tell when one sound 
is higher or lower than another. A person 
whose sense of smell is deficient cannot take 
pleasure in the scent of flowers. These are 
physical limitations. More common are mental 
limitations. 

Where there is no receptacle, we cannot 
receive an event. However, when an event 
cannot be received, the mind attempts to fit it 
into what receptacles are available to it. 
When the Greek writer Herodotus wanted to 
describe falling snow to the Greeks, there 
Contd. on next page 


Not so very long ago, schools like the one above taught the three ‘R’s and maintained 
high standards. Even inner city schools offered an education comparable to any in the 
world. Today, illiteracy is a growing problem. 


was no receptacle in their mind for this 
phenomenon: they had never seen or felt it. 
Therefore, he had to find suitable receptacles: 
so he described this strange thing, for which 
the Greeks had no word, as cold feathers 
falling from the sky, The Greeks had 
receptacles for ‘cold’, ‘feathers’, and ‘sky’. 
Intelligent Greeks could combine these 
receptacles and so receive the concept of 
‘snow’. This is a basic part of education, the 
creation of new receptacles. Quite different 
was the experience of St. John the Divine on 
the Island of Patmos: “I saw” as it were, “a 
sea of glass mingled with fire.”* Herodotus 
had experienced snow; he was trying to 
explain it to people who had not. St. John 
experienced something that he himself did 
not understand. Nevertheless, he used the 
same method as the Greek: St. John knew the 
sea (after all, he was exiled ona small island), 
he knew fire, he knew glass. What he saw, we 
do not know, but it must have been something 
that moved or undulated, like the sea, was 
transparent or semi-transparent, and was red 
and flickering and (possibly) gave out heat. 
Here, then, we have two experiences, the one 
unknown to the ancient Greeks and the other 
unknown to us; yet both have been made 
meaningful by using and combining known 
categories, 

This is one important aspect of Education: 
the ever-increasing multiplication of 
receptacles. However, there are two other 
aspects, which are equally important. 


MEMORY 


The first is the retention of receptacles. It 
is no use adding wealth to our experience if 
we immediately put it into a pocket with a 
holes in it. Memory is the totality of 
experience, the great receptacle of receptacles. 
Memory can be trained — must be trained; 
and today it is not. So many people have 
commented to me on the performance of, say, 
a concert pianist, and their wonder is not at 
the technical ability (that seems to be taken 
for granted), the musical gift of interpreting 
the composer’s intentions (that appears to be 
an unknown factor in contemporary 


education), but: “How did he memorise all 
that?” Ionceraised a gasp ofall but incredulous 
astonishment from some young people by 
reciting The Walrus and the Carpenter from 
memory ata Christmas Party. It was noticeable 
that the older people appreciated my 
interpretation of the poem, but were not at all 
impressed by my having it by heart. My own 
rule for teaching is “If you haven’t got it in 
your head, you don’t know it,” a rule that I 
have to abandon for an increasing number of 
examinations where the pupil is allowed to 
take his text-book, and even his bulky folder 
of notes, into the examination. Certain aids 
are valid for examinations: tables of 
logarithms, dictionaries of foreign languages 
(but only at the highest level, and for 
examinations in technical translation); but 
the A.E.B. A level examination in English 
Literature requires no memorisation. The 
intelligent pupil (or the one guided by even a 
moderately intelligent teacher) fills the fly- 
leaf and margins of his copy of Hamlet or her 
copy of Jane Eyre with the teacher’s notes, or 
the notes the teacher has culled from the 
multifarious teaching-aids available to 
teachers who cannot teach, with cross- 
references, takes the book into the 
examination, and copies these notes in some 
sort of order on the examination paper. If the 
teacher is a good teacher (rare nowadays) or 
the teaching aids are sensible and accurate 
(just as rare), the result is an A for a pupil who 
knows nothing whatsoever about either text. 
Even if the teacher is only moderately 
competent, a B will result. As an entry 
qualification to a proper University, it is 
useless; but the Government has now created 
universities where such ignorance will pass 
unnoticed by lecturers who themselves have 
recently qualified by the same kind of 
examination.’ 

There is a subtle inference here, which I 
shall develop later. People who do not 
remember have few standards for comparison. 
They cannot remember better things that they 
have lost. They also have little knowledge, 
and are prone to quick and unstable 
judgements. They are soon convinced by 


those who have only shallow arguments; they 
are easily led by small-brained demagogues; 
they will not notice that the political statement 
of yesterday is different from the political 
argument of today. Furthermore, education 
now fosters decisions based on inadequate 
knowledge. For example, a child is invited 
by means of a series of cartoons (for what 
state-educated child today is taught the 
necessity of reading and understanding solid 
factual text?) to comment on the murder in 
the Tower of the two Princes by Richard III. 
Thus, children, with no knowledge of history, 
evaluate the character of a king according to 
shallow, carefully slanted evidence. And the 
decision of a child fed ona diet of comic-strip 
education, of course, is right. We must not 
inhibit, we must not make value-judgements 
— except on Richard III.‘ 

The second aspect is the quality of the 
receptacle. The governing factor is ethical, 
and not all the sneers about “‘value-judgments’ 
(themselves a form of value-judgement) can 
alter the fact that some things are good and 
others bad; and most of us can rise to the 
higher position where some things are better, 
and some worse. This can be defined as the 
refining of receptacles: the advance from the 
cartoon to the book, the popular song to the 
symphony, the picture-book to the National 
Gallery. Of course, in an ideal society, the 
lower or lesser would be of the same quality 
as the higher and greater. The same person 
could appreciate the popular song and the 
symphony, the children’s story and the epic 
poem, the cartoon and the landscape. In fact, 
this often occurs: one can appreciate Sing a 
Song of Sixpence and Sibelius’s Seventh 
Symphony, Treasure Island and Paradise 
Lost, the wit of ‘Bab’ and visual splendour of 
Rubens’ The Farm at Laeken.° The advance is 
one of addition or multiplication, not of 
substitution or snobbery. Nevertheless, what 
is bad in quality should be abandoned in 
favour of what is good, at whatever level of 
experience. Whether it is a clump of scented 
stocks or a pipeful of heather mixture, either 
is preferable to the spurious satisfaction of 
drugs. 


GET YOURSELF A PHONELINE! 
A MESSAGE FROM COLIN SMITH (GREENWICH BNP) 


AS many people are no doubt aware, 
communication is a problem in the BNP. 
It is so both within the party itself, 
between activists/members/organisers 
etc., and, more importantly, between 
ourselves and the ‘Great British Public.’ 

Of course we now have to adapt to the 
problem of not being able to use No. 154 as 
any form of HQ. This could become a 
major inconvenience in the build-up towards 
the General Election (I remember how the 
telephones were continually buzzing after 
September 1993). 

I started up the Greenwich BNP 
phoneline firstly to give ourselves an identity 
with the local people. If they don’t take us 
seriously then they are not going to vote for 
us. The phoneline is also used as a contact 
point for activities. 


Greenwich Council and associates are 
now convinced we have an office in the 
borough. I have had tremendous fun at 
their expense. Only last week a lefty rang 
up and asked “is this your new HQ?” I 
said: “no.” He then asked if it was one of 
our offices. I said thatit was. “Could I have 
your address?” he asked cautiously. I asked 
him if he had a pen and paper to hand. He 
nearly fell over himself and replied in 
panting breath that he did. I then gave him 
the South East London PO Box number. 
The disappointment in his “thank you” was 
well worth that week’s £1.70 line rental. 

I do get serious enquiries, however, 
which has led to four new memberships, 
albeit to other units. 

To assist the day-to-day running of the 
party we definitely need more of these 


phonelines up and down the country. This 
will both spread the workload and localise 
us with the public. It will also enable the 
party to really grow in these areas, also 
giving units the opportunity to do their own 
administration and not blame Head Office 
when things go wrong. 

I believe it is only a matter of time 
before we will have more phone lines. Why 
put off until tomorrow what you can do 
today? After all, every other party or 
organisation has multiple telephone numbers 
apart from us. 
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WHERE ULSTER UNIONISTS 


ARE GOING WRONG 
(Contd. from page 117) 


correlation between politics and power! 

Even givena landslide victory in a General 
Election, the maximum number of seats at 
Westminster availableto UUP MPs is seventeen. 
Seventeen Unionists against more than six 
hundred predominantly hostile English, Scottish 
and Welsh MPs. The best the UUP could hope 
for is the role of a junior partner in a coalition 
government, temporarily postponing the 
inevitable day a United Ireland arrives. 

The position of the Ulster Unionist Party 
is little more than that of a pressure group: 
effectively powerless and dependant upon 
the favours of the larger parties at Westminster, 
who at the end of the day have no wish to see 
Ulster within the United Kingdom. 

It is now becoming increasingly obvious 


that only by the electoral victory of a truly 


unionist party which has the potential to 
command a majority of seats in parliament 
will Ulster’s position within the United 
Kingdom be secure. That vehicle can only be 
the British National Party. 

Now we have established that the official 
Unionist Party is: (a) committed to multi- 
culturalism and, (b) totally powerless in the 
face of parliamentary treachery, it ought to be 
discarded as an obsolete institution that has 
outlived its usefulness to both Northern Ireland 
and unionism generally. 

Ulster Unionists must now collaborate 
with the BNP if they are serious about 
maintaining a genuinely British Ulster. It 
must be a Britishness founded upon common 
racial ancestry and a common cultural 
inheritance, not the shallow, sterile reverence 
to the Union flag as practised by the UUP and 
the Tories, without any understanding of 
what that glorious symbol really represents. 


Racist’ attack victims: notice who's missing? 


sa 


Another loony-lefty group surfaced last month after it was disclosed that one of its 


members had thrown a pot of orange paint over the suit of Tory Party Chairman Dr. 
Brian Mawhinney in protest against the Government’s Asylum Bill, aimed supposedly 
at stopping bogus asylum claimants flooding into Britain. The group calls itself the 
‘Movement for Justice’ and is headed by Nick De Marco, a taxpayer-subsidised 
parasite who has a long record as a left-wing militant and is now serving time as 


student union president at Kingsway College. 
After the paint-throwing, De Marco and his 

cronies held a well publicised press conference at 

the college canteen (why was this allowed?), at 


which they explained their action. ‘‘What 


happened, ’’ he said, ‘‘was a declaration of war 
on the Govern-ment. We will stop it by any 


means necessary.”’ 


Behind the paint-throwers was a big banner, 
which can be seen in the photo of the press 
conference reproduced here. Readers will see 
that it is a relic from a march held back in © 
February of this year against ‘racist attacks’. 
The names of several ‘racist attack’ victims are 


shown across the bottom of the banner, 


including — for what reason we do not know — 
Winston Silcott! Conspicuous by its absence is 


the name of Richard Everitt, whose racist 


murderer came up for trial at the Old Bailey at 
the end of October, getting life imprisonment. 
Why the omission? Richard Everitt, unlike any 
of those honoured on the Movement for Justice’s 
banner, was white, while his killer, Badrul 


Miah, is Asian. 


The hypocrisy of these ‘Anti-Racists’ is almost 


beyond belief! 
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RICHARD EVERITT 
None of the ‘anti-racists’ want 
to remember his killing 


(Planet 
(Prints 


FED UP with the usual Christmas 
cards ? We have an attractive 
range of unusual greetings cards 
based on Northern European my- 
thology, ideal for Yuletide. 


Titles available include: 
Thor with Mjolnir 
Menhir by Moonlight 
Odin at the Bridge of Light 
Goddess Ostara 
Yggdrasil 
Viking Funeral 
Odin riding Sleipnir, 
Viking Ship 
Celtic Princess 
Father Xmas 


All cards are A5 in size (210 x 
148mm approx.) and are printed in 
full-colour. 


Price: £7.50 inc p&p, for a set of 
twelve cards, supplied with enve- 
lopes. 

From: Planet Prints, PO Box 62, 
Uckfield, Sussex, TN22 1ZY. 


(Cheques etc payable to ‘Planet Prints’ 
please.) 


RACIAL HATRED: WHO ARE 


THE GUILTY ONES? 
(Contd. from page 13) 


horse, because it is recorded in their friezes 
and sculptures. Alexander the Great’s horse, 
Bucephelos, was a tolting horse. 

These horses were renowned for their 
racial purity, stamina and resistance to disease, 
which was twice that of other present day 
horses. They even had extra hard hooves, 
which didn’t split or wear down. Where is 
this horse today? Extinct on mainland Europe, 
it is now confined to Iceland and knownas the 
Icelandic horse. 

No horses have been imported to Iceland 
since Viking times, and the strain there is 
unadulterated and hardy. 

Continental and British European horses, 
by comparison, despite even the most careful 
attempts to breed desirable traits, are weaker 
and more prone to disease, with particular 
degeneration in the leg bones of even the best 
racehorses. 

In Iceland, the import of foreign horses 
was forbidden by the Althing in930 A.D. By 


contrast, the rest of Europe has had countless 
foreign infusions of horse blood, leading to 
infertility and genetic deterioration. Breeders’ 
attempted to remedy this by endless imports 
of Arabian and Persian blood. 

Icelandic ponies are robustly healthy, 
weather-resistant, versatile, long-lived, 
mentally stable, patient and intelligent. They 
are able to traverse any terrain at remarkable 
speed. 


AGAINST HEALTH AND 
STRENGTH 

As it is with horses, so it is with people. 
Race-haters intend to replace qualities of 
health, strength and the particular unique 
racial characteristics of each and every natural 
human race with sickness, weakness and a 
bland uniformity with a slave-like mentality. 

Race-haters detest the beauty and the 
special essence of race. They make every 
attempt to subvert the natural evolution 
towards greater and greater distinctiveness 
and specialisation. Instead, they have a 
deliberate, methodical aiid openly declared 
ambition to mix and mongrelise all people 
into one kind. They fantasise over what the 


ideal woman, a computer generated composite 
of various mixed racial features, might look 
like in their supposed utopia. They do not 
realise the truth, that such a creature would, 
in reality, be a grossly ugly, misshapen, 
sickly, unintelligent, spiritless, rootless 
mongrel zombie. 

The immigration policy which has been 
imposed upon Britain should be seen as a 
violation of the United Nations prohibition of 
genocide, which decrees that all ethnic groups 
are entitled to have their own space and culture. 

In the global village, there are three 
million Welsh, five million Scots, one billion 
Indians, one and a half billion Chinese, for 
example. So who is the ‘minority’ here? 
Surely it is genocide that there are fewer 
Welsh living in Britain than there are Asians 
living in Britain. If the law against racial 
hatred means anything, then it is those who 
deny our race its right to be separate and self- 
sufficient who should be punished for their 
viciousness. 

We wish to inform readers that the writer 
of this article is not the Lynda Miller well- 
known to East London activists, but a lady 
from the north of England. 


STOP PRESS 


There was no sabotage, say police 


After the writing of our report of 
polite sabotage of the BNP rally on page 
23 and just before our going to the printer, 
the British National Party received the 
following letter from the police in 
Chelmsford, Essex:- 


Dear Mr. Tyndall, 

I refer to your letter of the 14th inst. 
addressed to Inspector Bird, regarding the 
cancellation of conference facilities by the Five 
Lakes Hotel, Golf & Country Club, Colchester 
Road, Tolleshunt Knights, Maldon, scheduled 
to be held at that venue on Saturday, 11 
November 1995. 

I have had enquiries made regarding this 
matter and have been informed that represent- 
atives of the hotel contacted their hotel agents 
in London to ascertain if your party required 


BNP WEB SITE 


The BNP is now established on the 
internet with its own home page, or web 
site, called British National Party News 
Service. That the party has established 
itself in this way isa tremendous advance. 
Because of its lack of regulation and 
censorship and its decentralised network, 
the internet is the most significant political 
development since the coming of 
television. Market forces will over the 
next two years propel the internet to a 
user base of over 5 million. These people 
will be able to read British Nationalist & 
Spearhead and access BNP comment & 
news at the click ofa button. Government 
censorship is completely bypassed. 


BNP News Service at:- 
http://ngwwmall.com/frontier/bnp/ 


refreshments whilst you were in attendance. 

From these agents the hotel learnt that 
refreshments would not be required and that it 
was a booking to be attended by members of a 
right-wing organisation. 

Having been given this information, the hotel 
management were concerned who would be 
attending and then contacted Maldon Police, 
requesting assistance to clarify who the ‘right- 
wing organisation’ could be. 

Enquiries made by the police established that 
the conference room had been booked by 
members of the British National Party and that 
information was relayed to the hotel manage- 
ment. 

At no time did any member of Essex Police 
suggest your booking be cancelled by the hotel. 
I trust this information clarifies the matter. 

D.G. RENSCH (Chief Inspector) 


Historical recordings — Germany, Italy, Soviet 
Union. Songs, marches, speeches, 


documentaries. Excellent quality. Over 50 


titles. Catalogue SAE, sample cassette (one 
hour) £2.50. Sceptre, PO Box 1884, 
Glastonbury, Somerset BA6 9FE 


We have the following comments to 
make in reply to this letter: (1) Richard 
Edmonds, when making the booking, was 
asked by the hotel if refreshments would 
be required and he replied that they would 
not. Was it likely that the hotel staff would 
then find it necessary to ring again and 
enquire? (2) If they did, why would they 
not ring Mr. Edmonds instead of the 
agents? (3) It hardly seems likely that the 
agents would give information to the hotel 
which could jeopardise the booking and 
thus deprive them of their customary 
commission. (4) If they knew that the 
hirers were a ‘right-wing organisation’ 
they would also almost certainly know that 
the organisation was the BNP, and they 
would have told the hotel so, thus making 
it unnecessary for the latter to make 
enquiries concerning this to the police. (5) 
It would not be necessary for the police to 
suggest the booking be cancelled, only to 
inform the hotel as to who made it. 


Have you joined the Welling Club? 


The Welling Club is a special group that has been formed for the purpose of 
raising money for the British National Party. Membership is open to all persons, 
whether or not BNP members, willing to contribute £20 each month to the 


party’s funds. 


Welling Club members will be sent regular bulletins informing them of 
progress in achieving various BNP projects for which their donations are | 
required. They will also be entitled (2 attend, free of charge, an annual club 
dinner addressed by the BNP Chairman. 

Those wishing to join the Welling Club should apply, sending their initial £20 
contribution (made out to the British National Party), to PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. 
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The Editor 
‘Spearhead ' 
CJO..20 Box: 117 
Welling 

Kent DA16 3DW 


LETTERS 


SIR: Appropos of the recent announcement 
that the BNP and Spearhead are now on the 
Internet, you may be interested in a letter 
which appeared in The Times of November 
15th, written by Mr. Edward Timms, who 
signed himself as the Director of the Centre 
for German-Jewish Studies at Sussex 
University, which said:- 


“Sir, You are right to raise the alarm 
about the dissemination of erotica through 
university computer networks (‘Oxford 
censors pornography on the Internet’, 
November 13). 
‘‘Even more disturbing is the unrestricted 
use of the Internet by racist political 
groups spreading propaganda under 
headings like ‘white power’ (neo-Nazism) 
and ‘revisionism’ (Holocaust denial). 
‘The Internet may, as you say, have 
become ‘a symbol of freedom of express- 
ion’, but it is equally important to estab- 
lish proper procedures for monitoring how 
it is used. Indeed, ultimately the question 
of legal controls on materials which 
infringe (for example) anti-racist legis- 
lation will surely have to be faced.’’ 
This gentleman apparently thinks there 
are worse things than ‘erotica’! 
R.E. TANDY 
Kings Lynn, Norfolk 
EDITOR’S NOTE: Mr Timms’ excuse for 
trying to outlaw ‘racist’ propaganda on the 
Internet is the same as that used by many 
local authorities who deny ‘racists’ the hire 
of meeting halls: that what is said is 
‘illegal’ under anti-racist legislation. This is 
nonsense, even supposing one supports this 
legislation. If things said in these meeting 
halls or on the Internet violate the race 
laws, the way is open for the powers-that-be 
to prosecute the people responsible. Mr. 
Timms’ attitude seems to assume that every- 
thing said or written from a ‘racist’ point of 
view promotes ‘race hatred’ and is thus 
illegal. which is not the case. 


SIR: The hinge paragraph in Gitta Sereny’s 
recent biography of Hitler’s war production 
chief Albert Speer (Macmillan: £25.00) is:- 


‘‘Once of the great psychological mysteries 
about the Third Reich has always been 
Hitler’s ability to convince a nation of 
culturally sophisticated men and women 
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that wrong was right.”’ 


This paragraph, suitably amended, applies 
in every detail to the mystery about how the 
UK has been persuaded to accept the Afro- 
Asian invasion! 

M.F. INGRAMS 
Orpington, Kent 


SIR: On the topic of rock and roll, the 
newsletter Candour recently serialised a 
lecture entitled ‘Hell to Play’, by Sandro 
Soriano. 

This lecture gives prolific examples, 
which were played forwards and _ back- 
wards, of how rock music is being used to 


- brainwash its listeners, principally by means 


of messages superimposed backwards onto 
a recording. These obviously cannot 
normally be understood by the conscious 
mind, but the subconscious mind can ‘hear’ 
them as if they were played forwards, so it 
is claimed by the lecturer, and is influenced 
as if by a command from a hypnotist. 

Listeners to many rock music recordings 
are therefore, unknown to themselves, being 
subjected to systematic brainwashing. A 
preponderance of the wording of these 
messages aims to instil adherence to 
Satanism and political internationalism into 
the victims. 

Ordinarily, it is impossible for listeners to 
detect which albums are tainted in this way 
or what messages they contain, and I 
suspect that this form of brainwashing might 
have been significantly responsible for our 
country’s catastrophic decline in recent 
decades. 

The fact that some rock fans may have 
escaped this pernicious influence could 
perhaps be explained in the same way as the 
fact that some people do not respond to 
hypnosis, although many others do. 

R.D. MOLESWORTH 
Cheltenham, Glos. 


SIR: Just recently, the mass media have 
been busy reviving the ‘Beatles Era’, with a 
great of time being given to play-backs of 
the performances of this group, as well as 
whole discussion programmes being given 
up to the subject. 

One such programme was The Time, the 
Place, on ITV in the morning of November 
24th. On this programme one participant 
stated that the Beatles liked to think of 
themselves as having ‘‘fathered a revol- 
ution,’’ while another spoke of the group 
and their music becoming symbols of 
‘rebellion’, saying that this led him to grow 
his hair long as a ‘rebel’ gesture. 

I didn’t know whether to laugh or cry. 
Are these people really serious when they 
describe themselves as ‘rebels’ and the 
Beatles as ‘revolutionaries’? True rebellion 
takes more than just growing long hair. 
Rebellion today, in the only meaningful 
sense, means fighting against the inter- 
nationalist, multi-racialist, ‘liberal’ 
establishment — an establishment which, far 
from being challenged by the likes of the 
Béatles, takes them to its embrace as if they 
were part of it — which of course they are. 


In the times in which we live, the only 
genuine rebels are the BNP and groups of 
similar outlook and objectives — in other 
words, nationalists! 


J.P. BRYAN 
Sutton Coldfield, West Midlands 


SIR: I was sorry to learn from your article 
in September, ‘Doing the Enemy’s Work’, 
of the troubles currently affecting the party, 
and I wish to assure you of my continued 
support. 

It is an unfortunate fact that there are 
those who cannot adapt to changing circum- 
stances and fail to see that new tactics are 
required to meet new situations. 

The BNP is not alone in this respect. All 
political parties face this problem from time 
to time. 

The type of person who offers construct- 
ive criticism is to be encouraged; certainly 
one should not surround oneself with ‘yes- 
men’. But disruptive types are best disposed 
of. It should be expected that the sort of 
foes the BNP has would try and infiltrate 
the party and subvert it, sowing seeds of 
dissension. However, they will not succeed 
if firmly dealt with. Such tendencies must 
be nipped in the bud and not allowed to 
grow. 

Please do not let any of this deflect you 
from the course on which you are set. You 
have taken the right decision. 

L.J. IRVING 
Plymouth 


SIR: The Labour Party claims to have 
recruited over a hundred thousand members 
since ‘Bambi’ became its leader last year, 
and to have overtaken the Conservatives in 
membership for the first time ever. The 
latest membership figure quoted by Labour 
is 360,000, and the party hopes this will 
grow to half a million by the next election. 

It is quite obvious that Labour has 
embarked on a cynical campaign to ‘con’ 
gullible members of the public into joining 
the party so as to give the impression of 
growth and boost the party’s funds. 

It will be interesting to find out how 
many of these suckers keep up their 
membership. I believe that should Labour 
win the next election and get in its usual 
mess it will find most of these new 
members fading away like the morning mist. 

BNP membership may be small at the 
moment but at least these party members 
aren’t dupes! 

MATTHEW ARMITAGE 
London N.11 


SIR: It has been announced recently that 
murderer Winston Silcott could be on the 
brink of freedom. Silcott has now been 
classified as a ‘low risk’ prisoner and is 
likely to be eligible for parole from early 
next year. 

The police oppose this move but it looks 
like the Home Office is ordering it so as to 
appease the ‘race lobby’. God help us! 

W.B. HAWKINS (Mrs.) 
Edenbridge, Kent 
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AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £8.95 (paperback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 
BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and their 
effects on the events of ancient history, written in the 
light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 


BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout 
and Revisionism and Brainwashing . These first appeared 
in 1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and “Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 

* BELL CURVE (Richard J. Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray) £25.00. This book, which has aroused 
enormous controversy, deals with differences in 
intellectual capacity among people and groups. Although 
aimed primarily at an American audience it has world 
wide significance. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 

BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 70Opp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.25. A strong plea for British independence from EC 
bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 

BRITISH, THE (M.I. Ebbut) £1.99. A classic retelling 
of the stories of legendary British and. other European 
heroes, such as Beowulf, Sir Gawayne, Chuchulain, 
Hereward, Roland and Robin Hood. 1910 (rep. 1994), 
311pp. 


* BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £7.95. 
Subtitled ‘A history of four nations’ this is an outline of 
British history by an academic historian stressing the 
role of the non-English parts of the British Isles. 1989, 
324pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 31lpp. 

* CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and individuals 
seeking to suppress the historian David Irving’s freedom 
to travel and communicate and of the smear campaign 
against him. The book relates largely to Mr. Irving’s 
efforts to get into Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 

* CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £4.00. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks or newspapers. 
A welcome return to print. 1974, 48pp. 


* CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John 
Charmley) £20.00 A study of the Anglo-American 
relationship 1940-57 showing the disastrous 
consequences of Churchill’s faith in US friendship. 
1995. xv, 427pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 

CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John 
Charmley) £30.00. This massive work follows in the 


~ NORMALLY OPEN MONDAY TO FRIDAY 10.00am. TO 5.30pm. 


Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal charges, 
which should be estimated by calculating one 
eighth the total value of the order, except in the 
case of overseas orders, where those about to 
order should first enquire. Money should be 
enclosed with all orders. All cheques or postal 
orders should be made out to the BNP Book 
Service only, and should not be included in 
remittances sent to associated bodies for other 
items. Orders are likely to be dealt with more 
quickly if ‘BNP Book Service’ is marked on the 
envelope. Please send all orders to our mail order 
address, which is: PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. 

New titles are marked with stars * 

Please note this fact, which is of great 
importance: the books sold through the BNP Book 
Service are written by many different kinds of 
authors holding a number of different political 
viewpoints, very few of them being in any way 
connected with the British National Party. The 
party’s Book Service distributes these books 
because it is felt that they jill important gaps in 
public information and understanding of vital 
national and international issues. This does not 
mean that all of what is printed in these books 
should necessarily be taken as representative of 
the policies of the British National Party. We 
reserve the right to differ with some of the 
authors on some parts of their writings. 


footsteps of David Irving in his Churchill’s War in its 
demolition of the myth of Churchill as a great national 
leader. The author is in fact less personally scathing in 
his treatment of his subject than is Irving, even stating 
that Churchill was a “great man’. Nevertheless, the book 
highlights our war Premier’s overweening personal 
ambition and is particularly critical ofhis failure to come 
to an agreement with Hitler after British forces had been 
defeated in Europe in 1940. A valuable new contribution 
to revisionist history. 1993, 742pp. 

COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. A welcome reissue ofa vitally important 
book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 
lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th 


BNP BEST-SELLER 


The big book of the moment, this has 
had enormous media publicity. 


century decline in the political, industrial and military 
fields. 643pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 

CONTROL OF THE COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA 
AND CONDITIONING OF THE PUBLIC MIND 
(Col. B.S. Turner) £9.75. An updated version of 
articles appearing in On Target newsletter. Packed with 
facts about the ownership of the media and their political 
bias. 1992, 34pp (A4). 

CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. A reprint of an important work on the money 
power and its threat to the freedom of mankind. The 
author was a distinquished RAF officer and active 
nationalist. 1956, rep. 1992, 72pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet which strongly 
refutes the official ‘Holocaust’ figures. 28pp. 
DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide 
attention, dealing as it does with racial problems in 
America and not just simply the black-white situation. 
2nd edition 1981, 613pp. 

ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £11.75. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

FACING THE ABYSS (A.K. Chesterton) £1.00. A 
graphic portrayal of the decay of our political and social 
life by one of the outstanding figures of post-war British 
Nationalism. 1976, 118pp. 

FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 


FRAUDULENT GOSPEL, THE (Bernard Smith) 
£2.95. The third edition of a devastating exposé of the 
World Council of Churches and its support for 
communism and terrorism. 1991, 168pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Baimbridge and Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain’s membership of the European 
Community — from the Campaign for an Independent 
Britain. 1992, 69pp. 

GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 


GLOBAL TYRANNY... STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the UN is being developed as an 
omnipotent global government, suppressing national 
identities and human rights. The author is senior editor 
of The New American and a John Birch Society officer. 
1992 xvii, 350pp. 

GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 

GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Very comprehensive and well- 
written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel and 
freedom of speech and inquiry in Canada. 1985, 95pp. 
HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. This latest work by a well-known 
advocate of monetary reform deals also with secret 
politics, media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘new world order’. 1993, 233pp. 


HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. A revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s Germany 
1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 1991, VI, 857pp. 


HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £5.95. A scientist applies clinical 
Contd. overleaf 
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methods to an investigation of the ‘Holocaust’ and 
dissects a number of popular myths. 2nd ed. 
1977, 315pp. 

HOLOCAUST DENIAL: NEW NAZI LIE OR NEW 
INQUISITION? (Alexander Baron) £8.50. An 
independent libertarian researcher defends the rights of 
holocaust revisionists and exposes the lies of the 
individuals and organisations seeking to suppress free 
enquiry on the subject. Packed with facts and quotations. 
1994, 179pp. 


IMPERIUM (Ulrich Varange) £15.00. One of the 
most important nationalist philosophical books of the 
post-war period. The author, whose real name was 
Francis Parker Yockey, rejects Marx, Freud and other 
‘culture distorters’ and demolishes the whole ideology 
of ‘liberalism.’ Originally published 1948, 625pp. 
I.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.20. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 
1983, 94pp. 

LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 

LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter effectively 
testified that such installations could not have existed in 
German occupied Europe before or during 1939-45. 
1988, 66pp. 

LIARS OUGHT TO HAVE GOOD MEMORIES 
(Alexander Baron) £4.99. An exposure of the lies and 
crimes of the Searchlight ‘mole’ Ray Hill and a demolition 
of = ridiculous book The Other Face of Terror. 1994, 
128pp. 

MAMMON VERSUS GOD (Dr. Kitty Little) £1.00. 
Describes how financial interests are promoting the 
destruction of nationhood. 1993, 30pp. 

MATTER OF LIFE OR DEBT, A (Eric de Mare) 
£4.75. A distinguished architectural historian examines 
the flaws in our financial and banking system and offers 
a remedy based on the ideas of C.H. Douglas. 1983, 
140pp. 

MERRIE ENGLAND, 2000 (Colin Jordan) £1.00. A 
fictional portrayal of life at the start of the coming 
century, with white people under the lash of the racial 
‘harmonisers’. 1993, 39pp. 

MIGHT OF THE WEST, THE (Laurence R. Brown) 
£12.00. An American engineer-scholar gives a new 
interpretation of the history of western civilisation, 
showing the importance of the mediaeval contribution to 
philosophy and science, and showing that the decline of 
the West is not historically inevitable, as some would 
teach us. 1963, vii, 562pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 


NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) . 


£6.50. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 
NATIONAL SUICIDE: MILITARY AID TO THE 
SOVIET UNION (Anthony Sutton) £6.80. Shows 
quite conclusively that Soviet military technology is a 
creation of American aid. Exposes the myth of American 
‘anti-communism’. 1973, 83pp. 

*& NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo 
F. Thomay) £7.50. An examination of racial tensions 
in a number of areas, showing that they are based not on 


hate or bigotry but on natural, universal tendencies. 
1993, 145pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon mankind into a global police state. 1972,288pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
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(CHURCHILL'S 
GRAND ALLIANCE 


THE ANGLO-AMERICAN SPECIAL RELATIONSHIP 1940-57 


_JOWN CHARMLEY I 


The new book by Charmley that cruelly 
exposes Churchill's naivety concerning 
national relationships and power politics. 


£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 


RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, a 
professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective 
and scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in reply to 
an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with facts and 
cogent argument. 1979, 20 A4 pages. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows 
that a sense of racial identity is an essential element of 
nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 
been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


* RECONSTRUCTION TRILOGY, THE (Thomas 
Dixon) £12.00. A reprint of The Leopards spots, The 
klansman and The Traitor, three great novels dealing 
with the ‘Reconstruction’ of the American South after 
the Civil War as seen from the Southern Whites’ point 
of view. Dixon’s novels inspired the epic D.W. Griffith 
film Birth of a Nation, the race mixers’ least favourite 
picture. 1902-1907, rep. 1994, xx, 550pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 


* RESPONSE, THE (James Goldsmith) £5.99. The 
author answers objections from various sources to 
earlier book The Trap. 1995 , 203pp. 


SEARCHLIGHT ON A SEARCHLIAR (Alexander 
Baron) £2.99. A detailed, factual and annotated 
destruction of the pretensions of Gerry Gable, self- 
styled ‘anti-fascist’ researcher and editor of Searchlight 
magazine. Shortly after this exposure of Gable’s lies, 
the author was assaulted at his home by a group of thugs. 
1993, 53pp. 


* SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE 
MOVEMENTS (Nesta Webster) £14.00. A standard 
authority on the most important secret societies 
undermining civilisation and Christianity in the 200 
years up to the 1920s. 1924, rep. 1994, 419pp. 


SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION 
ULSTER MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) £5.99. 
The author’s solution of self-determination for Ulster 


under the Crown may be contentious, but the book 
makes plain the neglect and mismanagement to which the 
province has been subjected by direct rule. 1992, 192pp. 
SEXUAL DEAD-END, THE (Stephen Green) £9.95. 
A factual and scientific description of the threat to 
personal and social health posed by homosexuality, with 
an account of the rise of the ‘Gay Liberation’ movements 
and ‘Gay’ activism. This book is not sensationalist but 


Noris it forthe squeamish or easily shocked. 1992, 482pp. 


SOME TO MECCA TURN TO PRAY (Mervyn 
Hiskett) £12.95. An examination of Islamic values and 
tradition with important sections on the relations between 
Moslems and host societies and Islam and Zionism. 
1991, 357pp. 

SPEARHEAD BINDER (£7.60). Made to hold 12 
copies of Spearhead magazine. 

STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War II by an Austrian 
professor of philosophy. 1987, 152pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
STRUGGLE FOR WORLD POWER, THE (George 
Kuupffer) £6.20. The fourth edition of a work by a 
distinguished Russian author dealing with the communist 
and financial conspiracies and showing the link between 
the two. 1986, 240pp. 

SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Bryan B. Monahan) 
£7.80. A series of articles from the Social Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to Britain’s 
survival and offering solutions to the problem ofinflation. 
1971, viii, 124pp. 

THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. - 
TOO BRIGHT THE VISION? (Arthur Lewis) £7.99. 
The reminiscences of a valiant clergyman who upheld 
the causes of Christianity and civilised rule in Rhodesia. 
Despite being born in the UK, the author had the honour 
of being barred from this country by the Wilson régime. 
1992, viii, 279pp. 

* TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. A well- 
known businessman defends the concept of the nation 
state and points out the perils of free trade. 1994, 216pp. 
* TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
& Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and detailed 
exposure of the illegal and unconstitutional action of the 
Government in signing the Treaty of Maastricht. 1994 
123pp. 

USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 
are proved beyond all question by an established scholar. 
1974, 228pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy by its suggestion that Hitler 
had big financial backing from Wall Street. Read what 
he says and decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility 
for Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 

WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry, points the way toa satisfactory and 
beneficial financial system. A long-established classic. 
1926 (Rep. 1983), 320pp. ; 


* YESTERDAY & TOMORROW £4.50. Acollection 
of articles on “The Tradition of National Revolution.’ 
Featured authors include Belloc, Chesterton, Fr. Fahey 
and Corneliu Codreanu. 1994, 80pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. 


ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first published 
in 1986. A study of the Jewish presence in 20th century 
history, covering such events as the Bolshevik 
Revolution, the creation of Israel, the fall of Rhodesia 
and the relationship between communism and capitalism. 
1992, iti, 205pp. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party. 79p post-free. 


Fight Back! 


British National Party manifesto for the recent 1992 
election. Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way 
Forward (above) but with different title, cover design 
and introduction. 79p post-free. 


Where We Stand 

A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to enquirers. 
29p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Brand-new booklet outlining the British National Party 
case against the EC and in particular against the Maastricht 
Treaty. Produced out of collaboration between BNP 
Devon Branch and party headquarters. 59p post-free. 


The Enemy Within 

This, the latest BNP booklet, is about the role of the BBC 
as a weapon of mass brainwashing. The booklet comprises 
the text of an official complaint by the party to the 
Broadcasting Complaints Commission following the 
odious Public Eye programme shown in January 1993. 
Although the complaint is about one specific TV 
programme, its general drift could be said to apply toa 
wide range of anti-nationalist propaganda on TV and 
radio. 44p post-free. 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This is the publication that so many have been waiting 
for. The handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in promoting 
and building the British National Party at local branch 
level, starting from scratch when the activist is entirely 
alone. This booklet is a mine of information that all 
activists, old and new, will find valuable in the quest to 
make their activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must’ for everyone who wants to be more than just an 
armchair nationalist. The Handbook is illustrated and 
runs to 71 pages. £1.86 post-free. 


BNP Propaganda handbook 

Spreading the Word is a new handbook on propaganda 
that has just been produced by the British National Party 
to supplement its Activists’ Handbook. Illustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and contains five 
‘sections:- (1) General Principles of Propaganda; (2) 
Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for Elections; (4) Speaking 
to the Media; and (5) Speaking from the platform and 
presentation of Party meetings. Special attention is also 
given to dealing with enemy smears — valuable for this 
alone. £1.86 post-free. 


BNP Badges 

British National Party badges with logo in red, white and 
blue. £1.50 post-free. 

Union Jack lapel badges 

£1.50 each post-free. £1.30 each post-free for 10 or 
more. 

BNP Key Rings 

Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 

BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


HANG CHILD — 
MUR 


LATEST LEAFLET 
Out Now! 


Hang Child Murderers! 
New leaflet — replacing 
old one on same issue. 
Calls for the death penalty 
for the killing of little 
children — especially 
topical following gruesome 
West case. 


which allows the killers children to live 

rally bankrupt. Only the British National 

arty is committed to the reintroduction of the 
sth penalty for child killers. HINDLEY 


Address. 


Printed & published by the British National Party ce P.O. Bax 117, Welling, Ken DA6 30 


BNP Leaflets 

Defend Rights for Whites! New leaflet rallying white 
people to defend their heritage and oppose multi- 
racialism. The leaflet looks at the effect of multi- 


racialism on Law and Order, Housing, Health Care, . 


Employment, Education and Social Welfare. It also 
deals with the treasonable role of the mass media in 
promoting multi-racial Britain. This leaflet is larger than 
the standard BNP product. Text and illustrations cover 
two sides of an A4 format, which is to be folded into 
three panels each side. £10.00 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £5.25 per 1,000. 


Race Attacks: the truth. This is a new leaflet focusing 
on the recent brutal murder by Asians of a young white 
boy, Richard Everitt, in North London. The leaflet 
shows how left-wing agitators and the media whip up 
hysteria when Blacks or Asians are the victims of 
killings but strangely mute when the murdered person is 
white. 


Make Britain safe! This is the BNP’s latest law-and- 
order leaflet. It focuses on a man in Liverpool savagely 
beaten up recently just for ticking off some youths who 
vandalised his car. The leaflet spells out the party’s basic 
anti-crime policies, such as restoration of the death 
penalty and making prisons much tougher. 


Vote British National Party. This leaflet focuses on the 
BNP election victory in Tower Hamlets in September 
1993 and stresses how this has changed the entire face 
of British politics, saying that now the BNP has shown 
that it can win elections it has a new credibility and a vote 
for it undoubtedly counts. The leaflet also gives a brief 
synopsis of the main policies on which the party will be 
fighting forthcoming elections. This is recommended as 
an excellent election ‘warm-up’ leaflet. It should be 
used as a supplement to, not a substitute for, the 
standard personalised candidate’s leaflet. The leaflet 
contains a photograph of BNP Councillor Derek Beackon 
at his moment of victory. 


Join the British National Party. This leaflet is on a 
similar theme to the above-mentioned ‘Vote...’ leaflet, 
dealing likewise with the Tower Hamlets victory. 
However, it is designed primarily for recruitment 
purposes rather than for electioneering. It also contains 
the Derek Beackon victory photograph. 


Rebuild Britain NOW! Fairly new leaflet. Deals mostly 
with measures needed to revive the British economy and 
restore full employment, but also mentions the effect on 
British jobs of the coloured invasion. 


Join us! Highly successful recruiting leaflet designed 
for BNP Autumn and Winter 1992 and Spring 1993 
recruitment campaigns. Gives brief account of best 
known BNP policies. A summons to battle! 


Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants coming 
into Britain and calling for repatriation. 


Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 


Stop unemployment... Ban imports! Up-to-date leaflet 
dealing with the effect on British jobs of unrestricted 
imports of goods that can and should be produced in 
Britain by British workers. Contains photo of pithead 
scene and is especially suitable for distribution to coal 
miners threatened with redundancy through planned pit 
closures. 


Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in Northern 
Ireland and listing BNP policies for the province. 


Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflethas been prepared 
specially for areas where the BNP plans to put up 
candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or local 
government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing the 
candidate’s name, and is designed for ‘warm-up’ 
purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 
race are a big issue. 


Wake up Scotland! Leaflet specially designed to bring 
the BNP message to Scotland. 

Defend Britain's Fishermen! Attacks the betrayal of 
the fishing industry. Especially suitable for giving out in 
fishing areas. 

Why Britain detests the Tories Aimed especially at 
disillusioned Tory voters, listing the failures of the 


Major government. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.70 for 1,000 and £5.25 for 2,000. 


RALLY ‘95 
YASH <A) 


Video-recording of the 
British National Party Annual Rally, 
November 11th 1995 


Hear:- 
JOHN MORSE (Chairman) 
RICHARD EDMONDS 
THOMAS ANDERSSON 
MICHAEL NEWLAND 
Dr. WILLIAM L. PIERCE 
JOHN TYNDALL 


RNP Racardinas. cio PO Box 117. Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


This is the latest British National Party 
rally video — just out of our studio! This is 
the rally the authorities tried their best to 
stop (see our report on page 23). Hear the 
voices of John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Michael Newland and John Tyndall, with 
special guests from overseas Thomas 
Andersson (Sweden) and Dr. William L. 
Pierce (U.S.A.). This is an ideal Christmas 
present for friends and family. Price is 
£15.00 plus 98 p&p. 


BNP Recordings 

Rally ’95. Video-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged in London on November 11th 1995. Hear 
and see speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Thomas Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. William 
Pierce and John Tyndall. 

Video for Rally ’95 costs £15.00 plus 98p p&p. 


Rally ’°94. Video-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged near London on November 5th 1994. Hear and 
see speeches by David Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther 
Deckhert, Claude Cornilleau, Michael Newland and 
John Tyndall. 


Rally ’93. Video-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged just outside London on November 6th 1993. 
Hear and see speeches by John Morse, David Bruce, 
Kirk Lyons, Claude Cornilleau and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches 
by Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Lecomber, Steve Smith, RichardEdmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Videos for Rally ’90 to Rally ’94 cost just £12.00 plus 
98p p&p. 
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Rally goes ahead despite 
massive sabotage operation 


The holding of the British National Party’s 
Annual Rally in London on the 11th November 
was a triumph over adversity after the party had 
thwarted a series of attempts to deprive it of 
premises for the event. As the report on the 
opposite page will show, we have strong 
evidence that this attempted sabotage operation 
was carried out by the police, no doubt at the 
behest of the Home Office — in other words, the 
Government. 

After the party had lost two bookings of large 
and well-appointed hotel conference rooms, the 
rally was eventually held in two adjoining rooms 
in a pub in London’s East End. The facilities 
were far too small and most in attendance had to 
stand. Furthermore, many of those in the smaller 
of the two rooms were not able properly to hear 
the speeches. The event can be accounted a 
success in view of these big handicaps. It ended 
in great enthusiasm with a magnificent collection 
of nearly £3,600. 

As first speaker, National Organiser Richard 
Edmonds emphasised the importance of the 
party’s plan to contest 50 seats at the next 
general election. The British people, he said, 
were showing that they are losing faith in all of 
the main parties, and there are tremendous 
opportunities for the BNP in the future if it can 
manage this important breakthrough. 

He was followed by one of the overseas guests 
of the day, Thomas Andersson, of the Sweden 
Democrats, a party not dissimilar in aims to the 
BNP. Mr. Andersson spoke of the situation in 
Sweden, where there is a large non-white immig- 
rant problem, as in Britain. Swedes, he said, are 
the descendants of the Vikings and as such have 
a proud race history. Modern liberalism and the 
softening influences of Sweden’s welfare state, 
however, have done a great deal to sap the old 
Viking spirit, which the SD are determined to 
revive. 

There were then a series of interesting and 
informative regional reports from around the 
country given by: Iain Wilson (Yorkshire); 
Christian Jackson (North West England); Keith 
Axon (Midlands); Warren Bennett (Scotland) and 
Barry Osborne (East London). All of these 
showed enthusiasm and determination towards the 
task of preparing for the next general election 
and were most heartening to the audience. 

BNP Press Officer Michael Newland came 


next. He spoke of the underlying collapse of the - fe 


liberal system, which could be seen in many 
manifestations, such as the increasing challenges 
to liberal dogma made in the mass media. The 
‘BNP, he said, already has the public on its side 
over most of the issues and can therefore be said 
largely to have ‘‘won the argument.’’ There still 
remains, however, the economic argument 
against the ‘free-traders’, which the party has yet 
to.win. This is going to assume increasing 
importance in the times ahead. 

As next speaker, the audience heard one of the 
most interesting personalities on the political 
scene. He was Dr. William Pierce, head of the 
American-based National Alliance, who spoke of 
the operations of his group in the United States. 
Dr. Pierce began by stressing the differences in 
operating conditions between American and 
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British . patriotic movements, which called 
sometimes for different methods of promotion. 
Of particular interest was his report of the NA’s 
radio programme, American Dissident Voices, 
which had reached millions of short-wave radio 
listeners in the USA and even some in the United 
Kingdom — a project which, due to much tighter 
state control of broadcasting in Britain, would not 
at the moment be possible here. Also of much 
interest was Dr. Pierce’s description of the 
National Alliance’s big bookselling enterprise, 
known as National Vanguard Books, the profits 
of which did much to finance other NA projects. 

In the final speech of the day, BNP leader 
John Tyndall summarised the campaign that had 
been waged over the past two years by the 
establishment to smash the BNP, a campaign 
culminating in the efforts to prevent its Annual 
Rally being held. He spoke of the hypocrisy of 
‘liberals’, who believed in freedom for junkies 


and for queers and freedom for the alien invader 
to pour over our frontiers, but not the freedom of 
patriots to hold meetings like the present one to 
challenge the establishment. He spoke of how 
this indicated the desperation of the old world of 


politics and its fear of the challenge that the BNP 
represented. The world of our enemies, he said, 
is, like the 20th century, coming to and end; and 
the new century will be one the white peoples’ 
rejuvenated glory. 


Footnote: One handicap existing at the meeting was the 

fact that, to make the party’s use of the premises 
profitable to the owners, it was necessary for the bar to 
be kept open — contrary to normal party rules govern- 
ing such occasions. Unfortunately, a small element in 
the audience, well lubricated by drink, engaged in 
constant chatter during the speeches which was most 
discourteous to the speakers, particularly the party’s 
guests from abroad. Stewards ascertained that these 
rowdy elements mainly comprised followers of ‘Combat 
18’, who were making a noise in the hope that in the 
event of their being asked to leave they could stage a 
disturbance and hold up the meeting — possibly even 
getting it stopped by the landlord. For this reason it 
was decided to take no action against them, although 
the noise-makers could easily have been thrown out if 
the stewards had sought to do so. This slightly marred 
the meeting but the demonstration of bad manners could 
have won no friends for Combat 18. This rabble ended 
their exhibition by plastering their stickers over the 
toilets — an appropriate place for their activity. These 
were removed by BNP personnel before departure. 


Dr. Pierce speaks. To the immediate left of him is rally chairman John Morse. On the far left 
of the picture is Michael Newland. 
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— Tyndall. makes the final iene Beside him (left to right) are: John Misise. Michael 
Newland and Dr. William Pierce. 
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THE SINISTER WORKINGS OF 
JOHN MAJOR’S POLICE STATE 


After the last few years’ experiences, we 
were on our guard. We had seen signs before 
that both the Government, working through 
the police, and groups of the militant left 
would like to scupper our Annual Rally. 
Government and police? Yes, Government and 
police! Such things actually do go on in this 
country — contrary to popular supposition 
that Britain is a ‘democracy’. 

We carefully chose a location for the rally 
far from where anyone might expect we would 
hold it — or so we thought! It was a confer- 
ence room in a hotel a little east of Maldon in 
Essex. The room was well appointed, with all 
necessary facilities, and had seating for over 
400 people. Only three people in the whole 
party knew of this venue. The plan was to 
muster our supporters at a number of 
assembly points around and just outside the 
London area. There their leaders would be 
redirected by mobile telephone to a final 
assembly point not far from the meeting place, 
and from that final assembly point they would 
be taken to the meeting in a shuttle system 
operated by stewards. Nothing was left to 
chance. 

Then, about 14 weeks before the date of 
the rally, we were telephoned by the manage- 
ment of the hotel and informed that our 
booking had been cancelled. How had this 
happened? They had been visited by the 
‘authorities’. You méan the police? we asked. 
Yes, the police, they answered. 

They would not say any more, and we were 
obliged to put together ourselves the remaining 
pieces of the puzzle. What must have 


happened is that the police told them all sorts 
of unsavoury and frightening things about the 
BNP and warned them that if they allowed the 
booking to stand they could expect demon- 
strations, riots and damage to their property 
— plus lots of undesirable publicity. Of course 
they caved in. 


Buy 
BRITISH NATIONALIST 


in bulk 


British Nationalist retails at 30p. 
Supplies in bulk are available at the 
following rates (standing orders 
welcome):- 


10 copies £2.80 + 98ppost 

25 copies £6.60 + £3.30 post 

50 copies £12.00 + £4.70 post 
100 copies £21.00 + £5.25 post 
150 copies £30.00 + £6.10 post 
200 copies £36.00 + £7.10 post 
300 copies £50.40 + £8.40 post 
400 copies £66.00 + £8.40 post 
500 copies £78.00 by roadline 
Cheques/POs to British Nationalist, 
c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 


DA16 3DW. Please keep orders, 
enquiries and payments to BN 
entirely seperate from all other 
correspondance and remittances 
SO as to avoid confusion and delay. 


SIMON WOODALL 


reports 


Just how did the police find out? We can 
only surmise that they did it by means of a big 
operation in which London and the Home 


Counties were completely combed, with police 


officers — probably local — contacting owners 
of every conference room or hall in their areas 
over and above a certain minimum‘size and 
ascertaining whether someone had made a 
booking for November 11th. Every such 
organisation making a booking would then 
have been checked out, with the result that 
eventually the booking at this particular hotel 
was traced to the BNP. 

By necessity — and not by its own choice — 
our party is forced to conceal its identity when 


CONDON 
Did he have a role in this dirty police-state 
operation? 


How they 


tried to stop 
the BNP Rally 


booking premises for meetings. All meeting 
facilities owned by local authorities are denied 
to us, whatever the political party in control. 
Owners of private halls are afraid of the very 
threats probably spelled out to the owners in 
this particular case: demos, riots, damage, etc. 
Because this is not a free country and we are 
not granted the normal right of freedom of 
assembly, we have to use subterfuge in order 
to have meetings at all, much, though we 
dislike doing so. In this respect we are in a 
position little different to that of the dissidents 
in Russia in the bad old days of communism. 

The cancellation in Essex forced us to search 
for alternative premises. These were obtained 
at a hotel in Central London by similar 
methods. A day afterwards, this booking was 
also cancelled — almost certainly another 
police operation, although this time the hotel 
people would not admit it. 

As the report opposite shows, we did event- 
ually have our meeting. But even then the 
police had not finished with us. The driver of 
the coach bringing our people from Yorkshire 
was approached by police when waiting to pick 
up his passengers after the rally and told to 
drive back home without them, otherwise he 
would be arrested. The supporters who came 
down on this coach had to make their own 
way home at no small expense to themselves. 

This matter is the subject of an official 
complaint and the people affected will be suing 
the police for compensation. 

Who was behind this whole dirty operation? 
Well, we would not be surprised if ‘politically 
correct’ Metropolitan Police Commissioner Sir 
Paul Condon had something to do with it — 
though of course the operation extended well 
beyond the London area. 

All this was carried out against a perfectly 
lawful political party with a policy of cam- 
paigning by wholly constitutional and peaceful 
means. This is John Major’s Britain — 1995! 


How to obtain Spearhead 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to obtain copies for themselves every 
month and to those who wish to obtain copies for redistribution. Those wanting copies for 
themselves each month are recommended to take out a subscription by filling in the form 
below and sending it to us with the applicable sum. 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 


BritishIsles: £16.250 Overseas surface mail: £18.350 Unsealed air mailEurope: £19.300 
Unsealed air mail Middle East, Africa, N&S America: £25.700 Unsealed air mail Australasia, 


Far East: £27.300 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in pounds sterling. If 
remittance is in any other currency, an additional charge of £4.50 is required in the case 
of cheques and money orders and £2.50 in the case of banknotes, these paying for 


banker’s commission and charges. 


Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 

10-19 copies: 80p each; 20-49 copies: 72p each; 50-99 copies: 60p each; 100- 
199 copies: 50p each; 200-499 copies: 43p each; 500 copies or over: 40p each (For 
advice on postal rates please contact our office). 

All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to 
Spearhead c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please do not include a payment 
for Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items. 
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ISLINGTON & CAMDEN 

BM Box 3958, London WC1N 3XX 
TOWER HAMLETS & NEWHAM 
PO Box 300, Emma Street, 
Hackney, London E2 7BZ 
HILLINGDON 

c/o PO Box 328, Hounslow, 
Middlesex TW5 OXF 
HOUNSLOW 

PO Box 328, Hounslow, 

Middlesex TWS5 OXF 


RICHMOND-UPON-THAMES 
PO Box 94, Teddington, 
Middlesex TW11 9EY 


HAMMERSMITH & FULHAM 
BM Box 1245, London WC1IN 3XX 


SURREY, CROYDON & MERTON 
PO Box 301, Carshalton, ‘ 
Surrey SM5 4QW 

SOUTH EAST LONDON 

c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 

DA16 3DW 


GREENWICH 

Telephone line:- 0181-856-5484 
EPPING FOREST 

c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW 

WEST KENT 

PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 


EAST KENT 
PO Box 8, Ashford TN23 2EL 


MILTON KEYNES 

PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 
BEDFORD 

PO Box 174, Kempston, 

Bedford MK42 8EQ 


CAMBRIDGESHIRE 
PO Box 817, Waterbeach, 
Cambridge CB5 9JR 


BERKSHIRE & NORTH HANTS. 
BCM Box 4110, London WCI1N 3XX 


WOKING & DISTRICT 
BM Box 7153, London WC1N 3XX 


DEVON 
PO Box 160, Exeter EX1 3YY 


BRISTOL, AVON & SOMERSET 
c/o PO Box 160, Exeter EX1 3YY 


The Secretary 

c/o P.O. BOX 117 
WELLING 

KENT DA16 3DW 
“PHONE 0374-454893 
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Contact your 
local party unit! 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 
organised into active units extending over 
most of the United Kingdom. Here we give 
a list of the main units. 


CARDIFF 
PO Box 632, Cardiff CF2 1UU 


COVENTRY & WARWICKSHIRE 
c/o BM Box 1245, London WC1N 3XX 


BIRMINGHAM 
PO Box 771, Great Barr, 
Birmingham B44 9LZ 


HEREFORD & WORCESTER 
PO Box 229, Worcester WR2 4SU 


STOURBRIDGE 
c/o PO Box 229, Worcester WR2 4SU 


CANNOCK 
PO Box 3, Cannock WS11 2AF 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


BURTON-ON-TRENT 
c/o PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


LEICESTER 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


NOTTINGHAM 
PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


MANSFIELD & ASHFIELD 
PO Box 20, Mansfield, Notts. NG19 6HP 


CHESTERFIELD 
PO Box 174, Chesterfield, 
Derbyshire S40 1FP 


The BNP also has units in Staines, 
Redbridge, Barking & Dagenham, Havering, 
Southend-on-Sea, Isle of Sheppey, Reading, 
Southampton, Bournemouth, Gloucester- 
shire, Stevenage, Enfield & East Herts., 
Grantham, Derby, Ilkeston, Scunthorpe, 
North Wales, Port Talbot, Barry, Tonypandy, 
Ebbw Vale, Bolton & Bury, Ashton-under- 
Lyme, Batley, York, Skipton, Tees-side, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Falkirk, Fife, 
Cumbernauld, Airdrie, Clydebank, Greenock, 
Dumbarton, Lanarkshire, Ayr, Cumnock 
(Ayrshire) and Highlands & Islands. If you 
want to make contact with any of these units, 
or start a new unit, please write to BNP Head 
Office c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 
3DW. 


Printed & published by Albion Press, c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


LINCOLN 

PO Box 57, Lincoln LN5 7RQ 
WARRINGTON 

c/o PO Box 16, Salford M6 7PT 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 7PT 


ROCHDALE 
PO Box 118, Rochdale, 
Lancs. OL16 1AH 


OLDHAM 
PO Box 10, Oldham, Lancs. OL8 2WW 


BLACKBURN 

c/o PO Box 15, Todmorden, Lancs. 
OL14 7NQ 

TODMORDEN 

PO Box 15, Todmorden, Lancs. OL14 7NQ 
BLACKPOOL 

PO Box 53, South Shore, 

Blackpool FY4 1FS 

LEEDS 

PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds. LS13 
BRADFORD 

PO Box 565, Bradford BD10 0YZ 


DEWSBURY 
PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 0YU 


HULL 

PO Box 953, Hull HU3 1YJ 
TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 25, Sunderland SR3 1YZ 
EDINBURGH 

PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 


MIDLOTHIAN 
PO Box 14, Dalkeith EH22 5DL 


WEST LOTHIAN 
PO Box 50, Livingston EH54 8JJ 


TAYSIDE 
PO Box 210, Dundee DD1 9EP 


DUMBARTON 

c/o PO Box 85, Glasgow G51 2DS 
GLASGOW 

PO Box 85, Glasgow G51 2DS 
JERSEY 


c/o PO Box 160, Exeter, 
Devon EX1 3YY 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 50p for information pack to:- 


